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Clara M. Johnson, Ettrick,
Lester €. Porter, Fontana.
Elsie O, Barnes, Friendship.
teorge W. Taft, Necedah.
Clytie Geiger, Rothschild.
Margaret B, Glassow, Schofield.
LeRoy Winters, Twin Lakes.

WITHDRAWAL ;
Executlive nomination 1{‘1”;{!9'{;;;?:1 from the Senate January 18,
27
POSTMASTER
KENTUCKY
Sidney A. Lovelace to be postmaster at London, in the State
of Kentucky.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TuEspay, January 18, 1927

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. Jumes bheln Montgomery, D. D., oft’ered
the following prayer:

Blessed Lord God, hear our prayer. Pity us in our failures,
pity us in our tendencies, and hearken when we call. From
Thee no secret thing is hidden; all heurts are open before
Thee. Cleanse Thou us and still Thy sheltering arm extend.
Withhold not, but be unto us a sun and shield. Bestow upon
all parts of our country that guiding wisdom by which every
problem shall be settled justly. O let the blessings of our
Christian eivilization be thoroughly diffused through- the great
instrumentalities of our Republic. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that January 17 they presented to the President of the
United States for his approval the following bill:

H. R.14236. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
police jury of Rapides Parish, La., to construct a bridge across
Red River at or near Boyce, La.

MATERNITY

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. RR. 7555) to authorize
for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1928, and June 30, 1929,
appropriations for carrying out the provisions of the act
entitled “An act for the promotion of the welfare and hygiene
of maternity and infancy, and for other purposes,” approved
November 23, 1921, with Senate amendments, and agree to the
Senate amendments,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, reserving the
right to object, do I understand this will reguire unanimous
consent?

The SPEAKER. The bill is on the Union Calendar,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Then will not the gentleman
permit this to go over until to-morrow so we can discuss it
somewhat? Will not the gentleman prefer his request at that
time?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I want to eall atten-
tion to this habit of asking unanimous consent to take up bills
and agree to Senate amendments. In this way the Senate
amendment is ecarried by unanimous consent so far as the
REecorp is concerned, and it seems to me this is a bad practice.
We ought to ask unanimous consent to consider the bill and
then move the adoption of the amendment, so the Recorp will
show that the matter was adopted in that way.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to
my colleague, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GArNgr], in this
particular instance I think it would be wise to agree to the
Senate amendment, but I would be glad if the gentleman would
let the matter go over until to-morrow, if that is agreeable.

Mr. PARKER. That is agreeable. 1 withdraw the request,
Mr. Speaker, and will renew it to-morrow.

THE CHINESE SITUATION

Mr, LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for 10 minutes.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, in this time I ask that an
editorial from the Baltimore Sun, which I send to the desk, may
bé read.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will read the
editorial referred to.

There was no objeetion.

The Clerk read as follows:

WIIERH CHINA IS UNITED

Antiforeign demonstrations, in both cases directed against mission-
aries and involving Americans, are reported from Foochow and Swatow,
on the southern coast of China. It is noteworthy and very fortunate
that in neither case has loss of life resulted, None the less, the inel-
dents are symptomatle of a rapidly crystalizing hostillty to occidental
domination, whether in the spiritual or material field.

Although the missionaries as a class have done great good in China,
and although many of the more intelligent type have long been in the
fore in urging voluntary relinguishment of one-sided foreign privilege,
it is not unnatural that antagonism to them should flame out here and
there on seemingly slight excuse. The anti-Christian union in China
is not potent as an organized movement. On the other hand, the
fecling is strong and growing that Christian spokesmen have practiced
a tacit deception by urging doctrines upon the natives which the for-
eign powers, in writing treatles and grabbing concesslons, are quite
content to Ignore. * Go bhack and preach your Christianity at home "
is a retort with which the proselytizing missionary in China is becom-
ing very familiar.

As the situation in China becomes daily more tense it becomes vital
to realize that the growing assertiveness of the people of that great
conniry will not be stopped by use of force. Welcome or not, we
must face the fact that real antipathy toward aspects of our western
elvilization Is present. With a complacency which due reflection will
ghow unwarranted we have told the Chinese that they must adopt our
political, legal, industrial, education, and religious methods. The simple
fact is that only as long as the Chinese were “ backward " in military
geience could we get away with the assumption of superiority every-
where else along the line,

Now that China has 2,000,000 men under arms and arsenals able to
turn out hundreds of machine guns and dozens of field pieces every
week, western clvilizatlon is no longer dominant. The Chinese are in
a position to take what they want and reject what they do mot want
of our philosophy of life, They may even decide to run their country
without a constitution written by western lawyerg, and what we can
do to prevent such a dénouement is not clear, It is not conclusive to
call this Dolshevism even though Soviet Russin does encourage the
Chinese rising.

AMuch deeper than Bolshevist Influence, however, 1s the sturdy Chi-
nese belief that they have a civilization and a philesophy of life which
is well worth protection against that of the west. It is this feellng—
and only the very bold or very ignorant will eall it unjustifiabile—
which mukes disorders caused by clvil war u secondary matter, for all
the stress we give them as excuse for not rewrlting treaties which
are palpably unjost.

I'eking has now followed Cnnton in announcing that the higher
tariff duties recommended by the Washington conferenee will be levied
as of February 1, regardless of foreign approval or disapproval. And
one of Chang Tso-lin's generals, fighting ngainst the nationalist move-
ment states that he will support the Cantoncse if the British use foree
to regaln command of their Hankow econcessipn. These are symptoms
that it Is mueh more vital to consider underlying unities in formulating
our policy toward China than to emphasize, as heretofore, the surface
dissenslons which give us a specious alibl for doing nothing toward
establishment of healthy relations,

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, there has been introduced
in the House a resolution by the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr, PortEr] known as House Conecurrent Resolution 45, which,
after many preambles, reads as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representalives (the Benate concurring)
That the P'resident of the United States be, and he hereby is, respect-
fully requested forthwith to enter Into negotiations with the duly
aceredited agents of the Government of China, authorized to speak
for the entire people of China, with a view to the negotiation and
the drafting of a treaty or of treaties between the United States of
America and the Republic of China which shall take the place of the
treaties now in force between the two countries, which provide for
the exercise in China of Ameriean extraterritorial or jurisdictional
rights or limit her full autonomy with reference to the levying of
customs dues or other taxes, or of such other treaty provisions as
may be found to be unequal or nonreciprocal in character, to the end
that henceforth the treaty relations between the two ecountries shall
be upon a wholly equal and reciprocal basis and will be such as will
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in no way offend the soverclgn dignily of either of the partics or
place obstacles in the way of realization by ecither of them of their
geveral mnational aspirations or the malntenance by them of their
several legitimate domestic policles.

The object of this resolution, as set forth, is that this
sovernment denounce all former treaties with the Republie
of China and enfer into new relations with that country. The
sitnation as to the State Department is such that by the
Washington conference we are tied up with other nations and
the State Department naturally feels it must act concurrently
with those nations, the result being that mothing is done to
alleviate the increasing hostility of the Chinese people.

The resolution, however, as I have said, has for its purpose
to request the President to act Independently, if necessary,
in these Chinese affairs; to enter into negotiations with only
accredited agents of the Government of China who are author-
ized to speak for the entire people.

China is quickly changing in almost every aspect, and there
is one thing upon which all the people are united, and that is
that they shall abrogate or denounce all treaties giving extra-
territoriality or jurisdictional rights, giving concessions to cer-
tain nations and treaties which allow other nations to fix their
import duties and regulate their customs through foreign
agents, to the immense expense to China.

I am calling the attention of the House to this matter,
because it seems to me we should act as quickly as it is pos-
zible to do so. We have the friendship of the Chinese nation
through previous years of friendly legislation, through the
remittance of the Boxer indemnity and the use of that fund
in the edueation of Chinese students, establishment of libraries
and eduecational institutions. Belgium has given up all rights
which she had in China as to extraterritoriality and conces-
sions. Russia has done likewise,  England has had to give
up Hankow, and rapidly other concessions will be taken over
by China. The great questior® with us is, Shall we wait until
we are compelled to give up these rights which we have under
these treaties, or shall we deal with China at this time just
as we deal with all other civilized nations?

China, with her vast resources, her 400,000,000 population,
with her vast number of soldiers, some 2,000,000, with 10,000
years of civilization, is knocking at the doors of the nations of
this world and asking that she be treated as all other great
civilized nations of the earth bhave been treated, and I want
to voice my sentiments in favor of denouncing the present
treaties which we have giving us rights which we do not enjoy
with the other great nations of the world and to say that, in
my opinion, the time has arrived when, without compulsion, we
should treat China and deal with her with respect to treaties
just as we deal with France and England and Japan, as well
as all the other great nations of the world. I do not want
to see our country wait until we are absolutely compelled by
the forces of China, by the uprising of the people, to give up
these rights, I want to see our country do this in the same
friendly spirit that she gave up the Boxer indemnity,

Mr. DENISON rose,

Mr. LINTHICUM. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire
to ask a question?

Mr. DENISON. Yes; I would like to ask the' gentleman
from Maryland a question in regard to his proposed action.
Our relations with China, particularly with reference to what
tlie gentleman is speaking about, it seems to me to be a maftter
primarily to be handled by the State Department, especially as
regards a treaty which would have to be made by the State
Department and the President with the consent and approval
of the Senate. Why should the House of Representatives be
taking up matters of this kind when we are busy with other
matters, and try in this way to dictate our foreign policy?

Mr. LINTHICUM, I do not think there is anything before
the people of this country of any greater importance than the
Chinese question to-day. Not even the Nicuraguan question
or the Mexican guestion is of any greater importanee than this
Chinese question, and while the President, through the State
Department, has the right to handle these matters, it is not
beyond the power of Congress to express to the President,
the State Department, and to the world how it feels in refercnce
to our relations with China and with other nations.

‘Mr. DENISON. Does the gentleman think that the House
of Nepresentatives ought to take the initiative in handling
foreign policies?

Mr. LINTHICUM. I think if the State Department does not
take the initiative Congress ought to ask it to do so. [Ap-
plause.] I am very much in accord with the views of my good
friend and fellow Baltimorean, Dr. John H. Latane, professor
of Ameriean history and lecturer on international law at the
Johns Hopking University, expressed in the following letter:
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ToaE Jouyxs HOPKINS UNIVERSITY,

DEPARTMENT OF HIsTORY,
DBaltimore, Ad., January 7, 1927,

Hon. J. Coances LINTHICUM,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, O.

ALy Deir Mp Lixtoicusm: I have read very carefully the text of
the joint resolution on the subject of our policy toward China pre-
sented a few days ago by Mr. PorTEn, chairman of the Forelgn Affairs
Committee, of which, I believe, you are the seulor Democratic member,
Affairs in China are reaching a erisis very rapidly, and the present
administration of this Government does not seem disposed to adopt
any definite poliey. I do not belicve that President Coolldge will do
anything unless his hand is forced. 1 think it would be advisable,
therefore, to report this resolution out of the committee as speedily
as possible and have the matter threshed out on the floor of the Honse
and in the Senate, With the preamble and general purpose of the
resolution I am in thorcugh accord. The part of the resolution urging
the President to adopt an independent course in Chinese imatters will
doubtless raise some doubts in the minds of many of those who uare
deeply interested in the situation in the Far Xast. The Washington
conference definitely adopted a policy of cooperation in Pacific and
Far Eastern questions, and I regard such a policy as highly desirable,
Unfortunately the powers which participated in the Washington con-
ference have not carried out in good faith the pledges made to China,
and there secms to be no likelilood of their dolng so any time soon.
Which powers are nt fault in this matter is a question into which I
have not had time to go, and one on which there may be differences of
opinion. In ease Congress should adopt Mr., I'ORTER'S rcsolution, the
administration could then say frankly fo the powers that signed the
Washington treatics: We are ready to cooperate in carrying out the
treaties, but unless you are willing to act, and act promptly, we shall
be compelled to adopt an independent course. This might get some
action, and if it did not the United States would be fully justificd in
going ahead and mnegotiating a new set of treaties with China. If
this were done, I fecl certain that the other powers would in a very
short time have to follow suit. :

I am very anxious to see this resolution reported out of the com-
mittee and therefore ask you, as the senior Democratic member, to
cooperate in the matter. /

With cordial regards, I am,

Yours very sloncerely,
Joux H. LaTaxe,

The United States Government has treaties with the Re-
public of China which the Chinese people maintain denies to
their Government the right to fix its tariff policies in regard
to its revenue necessities and in disregard to its economic and
industrial life. They maintain that these treaties prevent them
from exercising through their courts and laws control over
persons and properties in territories over which other nations
enjoy sovereignty, and are thereby deprived of those equal
rights which other members of the family of nations enjoy,
which is unfair and unjust to the Chinese.

The United States has alwnys been known as the friend of
China and has always taken the lead in movements to secure
justice for that country. It remitted in 1908 that portion of
the Boxer indemnities in excess of actual damages, and in 1924
it fell to my happy lot to advocate the remittance of the bal-
ance of that indemnity, a large part of which has gone to the
extension of the library system in that country.

1 contend that the friendship of the Chinese people is more
valuable to us than any extraterritoriality or jurisdictional
rights we now have. The fact that China can be relied upon to
render justice and protection to the nationals of other coun-
tries is demonstrated through the fair treatment to mission-
aries and other people living in China ouiside the extraterri-
toriality or concessions of foreign countries. [Applause.]

I should like to see the great powers, through the Washing-
ton conference, take action in regard to the liberation of China
from its present treaties, and the promulgation of other
treaties giving to her the advantages and freedom enjoyed by
by the other great nations of the world. I do not believe that
this concerted action will take place, if at all, in the near
future, and I think that delay is inimical to the interests and
good feeling of America and Americans in China. The United
States has heretofore acted independently in regard to Chinese
affairs. I believe, if we desire to enjoy those friendly relations
with that great people who, as a compliment to us and our Gov-
ernment, have established the great Republic of China, similar

‘to the Government of the United States, we must act in the

premises or it will be too late to bring it about by peaceful
action, as China will have obtained all she demands through

ther soldiers in the great revolution which is now taking place
‘and which will eventually bring about a consolidated China

under a single government.
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The longer we delay the more we forece China to become a
militaristic country which may some day rise up to plague us
in the Far East. [Applause.]

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to address the House for five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for five minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, in view of the grave
sitnation in China, to which our attention has been called by
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Lintmicusm], I think we
should pause for a moment and realize what the real situation
in China, with reference to American citizens and American
property, is at this time, before we give much attention to any
change in our fundamental policy. The fundamental gquestion
just at this moment involves the protection of the lives and
property of American eitizens in China, and to the consideration
of that questiom, it seems to me, we might well pause and reflect
and inform ourselves not only as to the extent of those interests
hut as to measures contemplated for the protection of our people
in China; and consider well how we may be embarrassed by
separating ourselves from the other powers. The real ques-
tion should be, Can we aiford at this time to do anything which
may preclude us from concerted action with other powers for
the protection of lives and property of all?

Last week I requested at the State Department to be fur-
nishedl with information as to the number of American citizens
now in China, where they are located, and the extent of
American investments and property interests in that country.
The information supplied to me should be of great interest to
this House and to the country just at this time, and I shall
ask to have it inserted in the REcorp.

Mr. LINTHICUM. WIll the gentleman yield?

Mr., WAINWRIGHT. I can not yield; I have only five min-
utes. According to this information, there are 12,000 American
citizens—men, women, and children—in China at the present
{ime, of whom 1,500 are men missionaries, 2,500 women mission-
aries, and 2,100 children of missionaries,

In Shanghai alone there are 4,000 persons, constituting more
than half of the business community in Shanghai. There are 600
American firms doing business in China, and half of this num-
ber are at Shanghai, with large numbers at Tientsin, Hankow,
Hongkong, and Canton. There is a fotal investment of prop-
erty amounting to more than $69,300,000 in China, of which
$30,000,000 represent the value of land, buildings, and the
like ; and this, mind you, is exclusive of American missionary
and philanthropic holdings, the total American investments in
China being placed at at least $150,000,000. And we must add
to this, of course, the value of the household effects and per-
sonal belongings of Americans in China.

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, it seems to
me that we should pause before we put ourselves in a position
from which we may have to recede and which may prove very
awkward for us in the solution of a plan to protect American
lives and property in China. It seems to me we should be
more concerned just now as to how our Government shall fulfill
its plain, its sacred, duty to its own citizens than as to whether
we shall change our general policy hitherto in dealing with
China and play a lone hand and keep away from any concert
with the other powers,

Mr. BLACK of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Does the Secretary of State say
that any American has lost his life in China?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT, It makes no difference. The duty of
the Government is to protect them, their lives, and the rights
they have acquired in China under the assumption that our
Government was to protect them. It does not seem to me that
we should wait until some one is killed when we see the condi-
tions that exist in Hankow and which may be precipitated any
moment in Shanghai. At any moment there may be an attack
and a situation precipitated in Shanghai similar to that prevail-
ing in Hankow. It seems to me that we should announce
whether we are prepared to stand by the men, women, and
children and their property rights and let them feel that they
have the full power of the Government behind them, and not
go off on the academic propositions involved in some of the
discussion at the present time. It seems to me that to-day is
a most inappropriate time to consider depriving ourselves of the
benefits of association with other powers for the protection of
the lives of our citizens. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired,
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Mr, WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks by incorporating therein the infor-
mation I have referred to.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The matter referred to is as follows:

AMBRICAN INTERESTS IN CHINA
POPULATION (CHINA AND HONGKOXNG)

The total number of American ecitizens (men, women,
in China is approximately 12,000. This population
among the different occupations, as follows ;
Missionaries :

Me

and children)
is distributed

e e e e e e et e e 8 e i e 1, 5y
Women - 2,500
Children LEE - 2,100
In business :
Men o e e R R R T e R 1, 200
Women =K 700
Children——___- LRaahhln it b e R SOt ehi e 600
In professionual work :
Men 200
200
180
175
100
H0
100
Womcn Wnd e s R S i R e e e e 125
Oceupations not speclfied ___ . ool i 400
A:gerin)m citizens of Chinese race (mostly at Canton and Hong- 1500
ong) - e RS L e G i (R 2

The chief center of American population is Shanghai, where there
are about 4,000 persons, more than half .of whom are in the business
community, There are 2,000 Americans in the Tientsin consular dis-
trict, 1,300 In that of Hankow, 1,000 in that of Nanking, 800 in that
of Canton (exelusive of American citizens of Chinese race), 50O at
Hongkong, Other centers of American population include Foochow,
Tsinan, Changsha, Chungking, ete.

Draring the past 20 years the American population has increased
approximately threefold.

The American population in China is exceeded only by the Japanese
(198,000), Russian (85,000), and British (14,700). The bulk of the
Japanese and Russian population is in Manchuria,

NUMBER OF FIRMS

There are about G00 American firms in China. Half of this number
are in Shanghai., The next most important centers for American
business are Tientsin, Hankow, Hongkong, and Canton.

AMERICAN SHARE IN THE TRADE OF CHINA

China’s total foreign trade (sum of imports and exports) is about
$1,300,000,000, 55 per cent of which represent imports. During the
past 20 years China’s trade has incrcaged threefold, while during the
same period the share of the United States in the trade of the country
has increased fourfold, being, In 1924, 20 per cent of China’s imports
and 14 per cent of her exports.

The share of the leading npations in China’s trade
approximately as follows:

in 1924 was

Imports | Exporls
2 into from

China China

Per cent | Per cent
3 [ by e L SR R L S e e e R e 26,5 at
Great Britain and Dominions. .. S 22.5 14
United Btates. . .—.i.o...iil 20.5 14
All other foreign countries.. &5 ) bl
China's Interport trade th:uugh Hougkoug ..................... 3.5 14

The leading Amnerlean oxporls to Chinn are kerosene und other
petroleum products, clgarettes and tobaceo, flour, wheat, metals and
minerals, machinery, dyes, colors and pualnts, raw cotton, timber, tio-
foil, paper, motor cars, electrical equipment, canned fruits and vege-
tables, and condensed milk.

China is an important source of the following raw materials: Raw
sllk, vegetable oil, wool, lLides, skins, furs, bristles, egz and egg prod-
ucts, all of which enter into the trade from China to the United Siates.

AMERICAN SHIPPING AND OTHER INTERESTS

Ameriean trans-Pacific shipping companies lend those of other natlous
In the carrying trade between the Pacific ports of Canada and the
United States and Shanghai, the American share in 1924 being 47 per
cent, that of Great Brlta[n 29.3 per cent, and that of Japan 19.5 per
cent.

Other American interests represented In China include banks, in-
surance companies, and professional firms.

EXTENT OF AMERICAN INVESTMENTS IN CIINA

An estimate of the value of American investments of a commercial
character In China is contalned in a publication now in the press
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entitled “ Currency, banking, and finance in China,” by Dr. Frederle E.
Lee, special agent of the Department of Commerce. Tt will be noted
that the figure arrived at by Doctor Lee as the total value of American
Investments of a commerciul character in China is $£69,300,000, In
reaching this total it is believed that he has underestimated the value
of lunds, buildings, ete., which he places at $30,000,000.

Doctor Lee has made no attempt to estimate the value of the Invest-
ments of- Amerienn missionary and other philanthropie organizations in
China, Tt is believed that the value of such holdings may well be equal
to those of a commercial character. It Is thonght that It would be
gafe to set the total Ameriean Investment (Including Investments Doth
of a commercial and phllanthropie character) at at least $150,000,000.
I am inclined to think that it 1s considerably in excess of that figure.

An extrioet from Doctor Lee's publication is attached :

[Extract from Currency, Bauking, and Finance in China, by Frederic
. Lee]
NATURE AND EXTENT OF AMERICAN INVESTMENTS IN CHINA

It ls virtually impossible to make anything like a wholly compre-
hensive and reasonably accurate estimate of the investments of any
nationality in China. Dritish aathorities have estimated Japan's in-
vestments In Chloa at from 200,000,000 te 500,000,000 yen, * Nighihara
loans " to China nlone amount to 200,000,000 yen. British investments
in that country would doubtless be many times greater than the
Japanese.

American investments in China of a commercial character—that is,
excluding all such investments ns those of the Rockefeller Foundation
and the properties of mission schools, colleges, hospitals, and stations—
would fall under four classes: (1) Bonds and securities of the Chinese
Government ; (2) Investments in railway and other industrial conces-
slons or enterprises; (3) long-term credits to the Chinese Governmoent
agencies or ministries; and (4) Investments in lands, buildings, and
equipment of American merchandising firms operating in China.

The bonds of the Chinese Government held by citizens of the United
States, exclusive of railway bonds, are roughly estimated as follows:
Chicago bank loan_ .o ___ £5, 500, 000
Pacific Development Co. loan——. = B, D00, voo

Chinese Government reorganization loan:
Russian serfes__ . ________

2, 500, 000

Paris dnd Lendon eeelea. o o 250, 000

Chinese Imperial Government loan; Fraoco-Bussian, 18935,
10,000,000 francs, par value-_ 2, 000, 000
Other issues (estimated) 4, 250, 000
Total (class 1)_- 20, 000, 000

The only issue of railway bonds of the Chinese Government in which
Americang have a direct interest is the American portion of the
Hukuang Rallway bonds, amounting to £1,600,000, or roughly, $7,000,000
gold, While undoubtedly qulte a few of the American issue of the
Hukuang bonds are held elsewhere, it Is known that a great many
Hukuang bonds of the British, ¥French, and German sgerles are held in
the United States.

Advances on ofther railway and communications' concessions in which
Amerieans are Interested probably total about $2,300,000 gold :

Hukuang bonds §7, 000, 000
Concession advances 2, 300, 000

Total (class 2) 9, 300, 000

Long-term credits by American companies to the Chinese Government
rallways and other comnrunieations’ enterprises, which partake of the
uature of unsecured or poorly sccured loans, total some $10,000,000
gold,

The Investment of American firms operating in China in lands, build-
ings, and other equipment, other than stocks on hand, is extremely
dificult to estimate. The known investments under this eategory of
the larger firms amount to $20,000,000 gold. A conservative estimate
of the total of guch holdings would thefefore be around $50,000,000
gold.

A summary of these four classes of American investments gives the
following grand total:

Clags 1. Donds and other Government gecuritles. o ___ $20, 000, 000
Class 2, Raflway bonds and other concession advances——__ 9, 300, 000
Class 3. Long-terny credits by American concerns—————_.__. 10, 000, 000
Class 4. Investments in lands, bulldings, ete oo 30, 000, 000

Istimated total of American investments in China. €9, 300, 000

American elaims against the Ohinese Government overdue June 30, 1925

Mtnlstra- of Communications railway material debls_____ §8, 207, 430
Other debts 1, 260, 000

0, 457, 436
_—————y
17, 985, 514
750, 000

1, 477, 216

20, 212, 730
e —— ]
29, 670, 166

Ministry of Finance overdue loans and advances_ ... L
Sundry clalms______
Material debts

Total

WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I move the House resolve it-
self Into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
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Union for the further consideration of the bill (II. R. 16249)
making appropriations for the military and nonmilitary acti-
vities of the War Department for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1928, and for other purposes,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Honuse resolved itself into Committee of the
‘Eh{:le House on the state of the Union, with Mr. TiLsox in the
chair.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NEwTON].

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am a firm
believer in the restrictivn of immigration by numerical limita-
tion. I did my part in assisting in passing the 1921 and 1924
immigration restriction acts. A continuance of this legislation
is necessary to the preservation of our country. It is with this
in mind that T now speak and call attention to changes in the
various quotas that may go into effect on July 1, 1027, by
reason of the national origins provisions of the immigration act
of 1924, There is much criticism of these provisions coming
from friends of numerical restriction, and it would therefore
seem pertinent to trace the legislative origin of these so-called
national origins provisions of the immigration act of 1924,

Before the World War we had immigration restriction laws
but no numerical restriction. The year before the World War
broke out nearly 1,000,000 immigrants entered this country.
The World War acted as a bar for several years. During the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, however, they had commenced
to come in again and 430,000 eame in that year. The following
fiscal year 800,000 enme in. Kmergency legislation was needed.
There is no question but what 2,000,000 would have enfered the-
following fiscal year.

Therefore in 1921 Congress passed the first numerieal restric-
tion act. Immigration was restricted to 3 per cent of the num-
ber of foreign-born persons of a given nationality resident in
the United States as determined by the census of 1910. The
maximum from all countries was 300.556. To illustrate: If
there were residing in America 100,000 persons born in Ger-
many, 3 per cent of that number, or 3,000 immigrants from
Germany could be admitted in a given year. :

The 1921 act was an emergency measure. It was hastily
drawn and considered. After it had been in operation a short
time it was found fairly easy of violation, both in letter and in
spirit. Amendments were necessary. The Committee on Immi-
gration in the House, with commendable zeal, went to work to
strengthen the law, As a result, in the spring of 1924 they
reported ont a bill which strengthened our immigration laws
immeasurably and further restricted immigration. The per-
centage from a given country entitled io enter in a given year
was changed from 3 to 2 per cent. The maximum that could
come in if every country used up its quota was changed from
309,000, as fixed in the act of 1921, to 161,990. Last but not
least the basis for determining this number and the quotas
from each country was changed from the census of 1910 to the
census of 1800. The percentage was changed in order to cut
down the number coming into this country in a given year.
The census was changed from 1910 to 1800 in order to increase
the number coming from the countries of northern and western
Europe. The people from these countries had furnished the
bulk of the immigration in the first 100 years of our history,
and it was felt to be in the best interests of our country and
but fair that a basis should be used that was more representa-
tive of the immigration coming into our country throughout the
general period of our history. The 1890 census appeared to be
the censug which was most representative in this respect.

Several attempts were made on the floor of the House to
amend this provision. As I reecall it, the census of 1920 was
offered as a substitute. This was likewise true of the census of
1910, They were voted down. In addition to these there was
offered as an amendment to the 1890 census provision by the
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr., Rogers, the so-called
national-origins provisions, I quote from his amendment as
follows :

After July 1, 1926, the nnoual quota of each natlonality shall bear
the same ratio to sald maximum {fotal number of immigrants as the
number of inbabitants of the United States having that national origin
ghall bear to the whole number of inhabltants (according to the census
of 1920), other than the descendants of involuntary immigrants. On
or before April 1, 1026, said officials shall jointly proclaim and make
known the quotas of each nationality, determined as aforesaid, and
thereafter the sald guotas shall continve with the same effect as if
specifieally stated herein, and shall be subject to correction and read-
Justment only If it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of sald
officials that an error of fact has occurred in said estimate or In said
proclamation.

The debate will be found on pages 6226-6220 of the CoNGRES-
sIoNAL REcorp, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session.
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The gentleman from Massachusetts explained the effect of his
amendment, and to illustrate changes in the quota from the
1890 census to the national-origins provisions he referred the
House to a table presented by Senator Reep of Pennsylvania,
who wus sponsoring a similar national-origins provision in the
Senate. As set forth in the tables submitted, quotas from
the following north European countries would have been cuf
as follows:

National
2 per cent origins
Countries ol 1860 under the
censis )
limit

Denmark 2,752 1,082
NOrway.... 6,453 2,433
Sweden 9, 561 3,707

Furthermore, the same tables estimated increnses in people
from countries in southern and eastern Europe., As the people
from these countries came over much later in our history than
did those from northern Hurope, it was difficult to rely on the
accuracy of the scheme of ascertaining the national origins of
the people residing here. In other worids, the tables gave evi-
dence on their face of being inaccurate.

The House, therefore, knew something of the probable re-
sults of the adoption of the national-origins provisions. In ad-
dition, it was perfectly apparent that there were not available
and would not be available to any agency, government, or other-
wise the necessary reliable information in order to intellizently
find the national origins of the people of the United States. As
I recall it, it was characterized by the distinguished chairman
of the Committee on Immigration as highly theoretical and
wholly impractical and that it could only be done by the
wildest kind of guesswork. The House voted the national-ori-
gins provisions down by a vote that was so substantial that the
very able proponent of the provision did not even ask for a
division. It was decisive.

The bill then passed the House with the provisions of the
1890 census as a basis for numerical restriction. This would
have resulted in the above-mentioned larger quotas from the
countries from northern Europe instead of the much smaller
quotas set forth in the national-origins provisions, and it would
have prevented increases from Russia and other countries from
eastern and southern Burope. Of course, the tables on na-
tional origins were only estimates of what the experts would
probably arrive at.

The bill then went over to the Senate. The Senator from
Pennsylvania offered a national-origing provigions amendment
to the bill which had been reported ont of committee in the
Senate. The Senate rejected the 1890 census provision for the
provisions of the national origins. There was this direct con-
flict, therefore, between House and Senate provisions. The
bill was sent to conference and finally, in order to get some
sort of restrictive legislation through, the House finally con-
curred in the report of the conferees who had accepted the
national-origins provisions but with an amendment so that they
read as they do in the law to-day. 1 quote from paragraphs
(¢) and (e) of section 11 of the 1924 Immigration act.

(e) For the purpose of subdivision (b) national origin shall be
ascertained by determining as nearly as may be in respect of each
geographical area which under rection 12 is to be treated as a separate
country (except the geographical arcas specified in subdivision (¢) of
gection 4) ; the number of inhabitants in continental United States in
1920 whose origin by birth or ancestry is attributable to such geographil-
cal area. Such determination shall not be made by tracing the an-
cestors or descendants of particular individuals, but shall be based
upon statistics of immigration and emigration, together with rates of
increase of population as shown by successive decennial Unlted States
censuses and such other data as may be found to be reliable,

(e) The determination provided for in subdivision (e¢) of this section
shall be made by the Secretary of State, the Sceretary of Commerce, and
the Secretary of Labor jointly. In making such determination such
officlals may call for Information and expert assistance from the Bureau
of the Census, Such officials shall jointly report to the President the
guota of each nationality, determined as provided in subdivision (b),
and the President shall proclaim and make known the quotas so re-
ported. Such proclamation shall be made on or before April 1, 1027.
If the proclamation Is not made on or before such date, gquotas pro-
claimed therein shall not be In effect for any fiscal year beginning
before the expiration of 90 days after the date of the proclamation.
After the making of a proclamation under this subdivision the guotas
proclaimed therein shall continue with the same effect as if specifically
stated herein, and shall be final and conclusive for every purpose except
(1) in 80 far as It is made to appear to the satisfaction of such officials
and proclalmed by the President that an error of fact has occurred in
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such determination or in such proclamation, or (2) in the case provided
for in subdivision (e¢) of section 12, If for any reason quotus pro-
claimed under this subdivision are not In effect for any fiscal year,
quotas for such year shall be determined under subdivision (a) of this
sectlon. £

How were the national origins of our people to be ascer-
tained? By ascertaining the number of inhabitants in our
country in 1920 whose origin by birth or ancestry was * attrib-
utable” to some foreign couniry. Few statistics are available
covering the early period of our history. Multiples as to
inereases—more or less arbitrary—would have to Dbe used.
Therefore, in the nature of things, aceuracy could not be
required. The commission of experts under the supervision
of the Secretaries of State, Commerce, and Labor were in-
structed in the law fo find only * as nearly as may be.”

Theoretically, the iden appeared fair. But if it is looked at
in a practical way it is apparent to all that much will have
to be left to surmise and conjecture. The commission was
to bhave from 1924 to April 1, 1927, in order to make their
study, investigation, and report. 1If they were unable to
reiach an agreement and to report by April 1, 1927, the whole
proposition was to go over for another year. In the interim
the provisions of the 1800 census were to continue to govern.

The report has just been made, and maferially decreases
the quotas from the countries of northern Eurcope. It makes
increases in the quofas from some of the other countries, and
included among these latter are countries from southern and
eastern Hurope, including Russia. I am appending a table to
mwy remarks showing the quotas under the 1890 census, the
original estimates on national origins as given in 1924, and
the quotas as just found and established by the commission
under the national-origins provisions. I now quote as to the
decreases in these northern countries, as follows:

National
Counirias 1820 Census | origins 1927

report
Denmark_ _ e e s b ] 2,789 1,044
o Thim i, b P S et e R T R s T R 6,453 2,207
BRI S S S e 4 9, 561 3,260

The increases in the quotas from eastern and southern
Europe and the deereases from northern HEurope prove the
inaccuracy of the report, for everyone knows that in large
measure people from southern and eastern Europe have mi-
erated here since 1880, while the bulk of the tremendous influx
from northern Europe came in here prior to 1890. The result
only shows what can be done by stafisticians when they use
a multiple upon figures that are not obtained from any reliable
source,

This also is perfectly apparent: That that which was fixed
and certain, by the use of the 1890 census, was made uncertain
and open to speculation and conjecture by the substitution of
the national origins provisions,

The origin, therefore, of this legislation, which, if it is put
into effeet, would materially cut down immigration from north-
ern Europe, was not in the House of Representatives, because
we defeated it here after it had been thoroughly debated and
considered. The defeat was so decisive that the very able and
effective sponsor of the idea in the House, the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Rocers], did not even demand a division.
The origin, then, of this legislation was over at the other end
of the Capitol. The HouXe was compelled to accept the pro-
visions in order to have any restrictive immigration legisla-
tion. For that reason, and for that reason only, the House
coneurred in the report of the conferees.

Mr. Chairman, I am not eriticizing the commission who were
charged by Congress with this very difficult task. We placed
upon them not only a difficult but an almost impossible task.
It was impossible if it was to be done accurately, They have
probably done as well as they could in the time allotted and
with the informatlon available. This morning they have been
explaining fo the Committee on Immigration in the House just
how they proceeded to do the work. Possibly the experts will
be able fo understand. I doubt whether anyone else will.

Jveryone could understand the terms and provisions of the
1890 census. There could be no disputes about those figures.

The policy of numerical restriction should continue, but the
basis should be the certain and representative provisions of the
1800 census, and not the theoretical and impractical basis of the
national origing provisions. Surely we should not follow a
policy of decreasing the quotas from these northern Kuropean
countries, which have furnished a splendid type of people, who
readily become citizens and who have contributed so much to
the development of our couniry and especially the upper Mis-
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gissippi Valley. I certainly hope that the Committee on Immi-
gration, which is conducting hearings on this guestion at the
present time, will report favorably the bill repealing the na-
tional origins provisions and providing for a return to the
original House provisions of a numeriecal restriction based upon
the 1890 census. [Applause.]

Under leave to extend my remarks I am dappending a table
prepared by the commission and giving the quotas as to all
countries, as follows:

Provisional fmmigration quotlas based on national origin ag provided by
the immigration act of 192}; also present immigration quolas as based
on 18% faereign-born population; and estimated quotas on national

origin basis as submitted to Congress when the act of 192f was under
consideration.

Estimated
Present | quotason
Provisional] quotas natior
quotas on | based on origin
Country of origin basis of 1890 basis as
national foreign- | submitted
born to
population | Congress
in 1924
Total 153, 541
Afghanistan o 100
Albanin__ 100
Andorra.__Z_... 100
Arabian p la =i 100
Armenia. ...
Australia, ete_ - 100
Austrin. __ 1, 456
Belgium. 410
Bhutan. . 100
Igaria 100
Cameroon (Brltish;_- 100
Cameroon (French) - oot vinintonan 100
Chipa___.___. 100
Czechoslovakia, 2,248
ansig. ... 122
]:étpnrnnrk 1,044
EY¥pt... % 100
Estonia._ 109
Ethiopia (Abyssinia) 100
Finland . .... 550
e R S L B ] 3, 837
s e 23, 428
Great Britain and Northern Ireland ... 73,030
reece. .. S 367
Hungary 967
and 100
India. 100
Iraq (Mcsog:-otnm!a) .......................... 100
Irish Free State- . 13,862
}tal?. ete. 6, ?glu
apan. . W

Latvia 184
Liberia_ 2 100
TR ricl 100
Lithuenia_ 44
My e e e 100
Monaco____. — 100
Moroceo, 100
Muscat (Oman)__.___. 100
Nauru.... o 100
Nepal__ 100
Netherlands___ 2,421
New Zealand, ete__.. 100
Norway. _..._._ L e R Ny 2,267
New Guinea, ete 100
Palesting. 3 100
Porsia. 100
Poland . Lo 4,978
Portugal 200
Ruands and Urundi 100
A R 516
Russia_ ... 4,781
Bamoa, western 100
Ban Marino. .. 100
BIMIL: v o 100
Bouth Africa, Union of 100
Bouth West Africa__. 5 100
Bpain.._. ... 674
Sweden 8,250
Bwilzerland 1,198
Byrin and the Lebanon 100
Tanganyika_ ... 100
Togoland {British) . ___ 100
P ogoland CRTaN e . oo el et e 100
ke Y Tl 233
Yap, ete___ 100
¥ e P e s e e e e s e SN i

1Includes Fiume (100) and Hejaz (100).

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. McSwaix].

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the Com-
mittee, I am using this opportunity to speak of something in
advance of consideration upon the so-called farm relief bills.
I think this session will see, and should see, some legislation,
and I trust that it may take the course of controlling in some
way the surplus which the farmers themselves could not
directly control. They can neither control surpluses nor de-
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ficiencies. Whether it takes the form of the Haugen bill or
the Crisp bill or the Aswell bill, or any other, there is one
thought that I respectfully submit should be engrafted on to
any one of those bill which the House determines to adopt.
Whether the bill proposed by any one of these gentlemen will
do all that its promoter and author believes and hopes is, of
course, a matter to be determined only by experience, but if
the operations of these so-called farm-surplus control boards, or
whatever they may be ecalled, will do what those of us who are
willing to support them believe they will do, then they will
affect and influence the price of the commodity thus controlled.
If that be so, I submit we should incorporate into the legis-
lation criminal penalties to be imposed upon any person a
member of these boards or of these advisory councils or em-
ployee of the boards or councils, whether secretaries, clerks,
or stenographers, who shall use the confidential information
that may come to him or her for the purpose of speculating
upon the speculative exchanges dealing in the particular com-
modity. [Applause.]

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit,
I will say to him that the bill that I have introduced contains
such a provision.

Mr. McSWAIN. Then I shall elip from the hill of the gen-
tleman, if the bill itself ean not get the support of the House,
the clause he refers to and support him in a proposition to
engraft it on any of these other bills that may receive the
consideration of the House.

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. I will

Mr. CRISP. I desire to say to the gentleman, I welcome such
an amendment to the bill which I introduced.

Mr. McSWAIN. Then, 1 gladly welcome to the ranks of
those who are advocating this measure for the protection of the
members of the board the wonderful influence of the gentleman
from Georgia on this floor in connection with any proposition
that he may seek to foster, [Applause.] Here is the thought,
gentlemen, that if we do not want the members of this board
to have to face an outraged public opinion for nsing the infor-
mation aequired confidentially, and a leak is allowed to come
out, the enemies of the project will use it as a hammer Dby
which to wound if not to desiroy the whole system itself. I
remember a few years ago a leak came out in the Department
of Agriculture; we know not how, but it was to the enormous
advantage—perhaps to the tune of millions of dollars—to
somebody who had this confidential information as to what the
crop estimate would be on the next day. That party got into
the market. The confederates and coconspirators of this party
also got into the market, and there is no telling how many
million dollars were taken down. Let that thing happen in
regard to this board, as 1 can well conceive a time when this
board has got an immense operation scheduled for a certain
day. Nobody else on the outside knows it. But some party
on the inside knowing it might go to the operators on the New
York Cotton Exchange or the New York Grain Exchange and
say, “Here, T will give you a tip; you divide the profits with
me. You put up the money. You have a knowledge of how
prices are manipulated. I will furnish the information and
you divy with me on the profits.” I can well imagine if such
a thing came out the American people would rise in indignation
at the system itself. On the other hand, suppose it should be
known confidentially that the operations of the board on a cer-
tain day would cease. Nobody may know it except somebody
on the inside. Say the board has been dealing in cotton or
wheat or corn or in pork, and the board has decided within a
fixed time to cease operation. They know it on the inside. I
believe the effect of ceasing operations would be to influence
the market and perhaps let the market drop and let it drop
suddenly. If they do so, why should not some person knowing
thig faect, without any criminal consequence staring him in
the face, get into the market and sell and sell and sell, and
when the market drops I am a few million dollars better off.
There is nobody in this country who ought to be able to take
advantage of the machinery that is set up for the stabilization
of the price of commodities that are essential to the well-being
of this country.

Mr, LINTHICUM, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. I will.

Mr. LINTHICUM. What suggestion has the gentieman to
make to prevent this information from getting ont

Mr. McSWAIN. Following the statement of the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. Harg] in regard to his bill, I would
gay if we will engraft into any legislation that may be enacted
gections 11 and 12 of the bill I have the honor to be aunthor
of—modesty has heretofore forbidden me up to this point of
the discussion to acknowledge that I, too, am the author of
some propused farm legislation—that will do the work.
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Mr. LINTHICUM. And will it cure all of these ills?

Mr. McSWAIN, Noj it will not cure, but it will prevent the
ills from occurring, or at least put the author behind the bars
clothed in stripes, as I respectfully submit. Now, gentlemen,
I am earnestly and sincerely advocating safe and sane farm
relief legislation,

Mr. BLANTON.

Mr. McSWAIN. It will.

Mr. BLANTON. Would it not depend largely on what party
the wrongdoer belonged to and who was in charge of the
administration as to whether or not he would be put behind
the birs?

Mr. McSWAIN. I believe in legislating on the assumption
that judges will always act blindly as to party and justice, and
that they will absolutely ignore the political complexion of the
parties before them., I know I may be somewhat of a moss-
back on that proposition. I am old-fashioned along that line.

Mr. LINTHICUM. How about the jury singing * Good-by
Black Bird " in one case of which we have knowledge?

Mr. McSWAIN. I am not undertaking to discuss anything
which has passed over, and only hope we will prevent by some
such an amendment to the pending bill the happening of
another Teapot Dome scandal.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. T will

Mr. BLANTON. The press of the country have stated that
the courts have decided that n certain legislative body has the
authority to compel the attendance of Mal Daugherty. But in
connection with that question up comes information from high
authority that the legislative body will not exercise its au-
thority.

Mr. McSWAIN. Well, I have no comment to make upon the
information referred to by the gentleman from Texas. It has
nothing to do with the suggestion that I am seriously making
here and now to this body for the purpose of asking this body
to protect from the breath of scandal the personnel of the
farm board which shall be erected, as I hope it will, by this
body to protect the board and its good name, and to prevent a
seandal that would be certain to reek with nauseous conse-
quences in the nostrils of the people of the country. If we
neglect, after the notice we have had, after the lessons of
history, and fail to safeguard against these enormous finanecial
operations that our agents are engaged in and make it impos-
sible for them to escape the consequences for their eriminal
misconduet, then I say if we neglect to put in those safeguards
we shall be considered particeps criminis in the offense.
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN.
Carolina has expired.

Mr. McSWAIN. This i3 section 11 of my bill, H. R, 16250:

Brc. 11. Any act or word by any member of the advisory counecils
or of the board, or of any officer, agent, or employee thereof, whereby
guch person shall seek to obtain financial Lenefit or advauntage, dircet
or indirect, by reason of the acts, doings, and operations of the board
or of the corporations alded by the board, or any effort by any such
person to take financial advantage of the knowledge of conditions ac-
quired by reason of such official position, or agency, or employment, or
to aid and assist another person so to do, whethier by direct participa-
tion In the market, or indirectly through another or by speculation of
any sort on any exchange, Is hereby declared to be unlawful, and any
person that shall upon indictment and trial, be found guilty, will be
sentenced to Imprisonment not exceeding 10 years, or to pay a fine
not exceeding $100,000 or both, at the dlscretion of the court.

Mr. Chairman, to some people the subject of farm relief seems
threadbare. Many think that all that can be said on the sub-
ject has already been said many times. With this view I do
not agree. The subject has not been exhausted and perbaps
will never be exhausted in the lifetime of this generation. The
problem of agriculture is the fundamental and foremost and
final problem of civilization itself. To repeat the truism that
what men must eat and wear must be produced from the soil
may seem trite, but millicns there are in the crowded cities
and centers of activity that never trace mentally the food they
eat and the raiment they wear back to their sources upon the
farm.

So, far from being exhausted, the more the subject is turned
over in my mind, the more aspects of it I see, and the more
application to it of those great and enduring principles of
economics, Though I was born upon a farm more than 50
years ago, and have been in constant and elose touch with
farm activities ever since, and though I have observed care-
fully farm methods all over this country, in Canada, and in
parts of Europe, yet the subject constantly grows upon me
and I am persuaded to believe that the farm problem is not an
isolated one, affecting the farmer and his family ouly, but it

Will the gentleman yield?

The time of the gentleman from South
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affects, either directly or indirectly, the manufacturer who buys
his raw material from the farmer and the manufacturer who
sells to the farmer his finished product.

It also affeets the merchant who finds the farmer one of his
best customers, and it very vitally affects the banker who finds
the farmer one of his greatest sources of profit, It affects all
classes of professional people; the preacher and the doctor, the
lawyer and the dentist, the newspaper man and the real-estate
agent, the carpenter and the plumber, the bricklayer and the
painter; and these and all others ave vitally affected by either
the prosperity or the economie distress of the farmer.

Mr. Chairmnan, as I read dozens of articles published in the
magizines relating to agricultural relief and hear many
speeches from my colleagues in Congress upon this vital prob-
lem, I am impressed by the fact that practically all of them
lead up to the point that stabilization in production and in price
is the objective and goal that the farmers must seek. But hav-
ing reached this point, the writer and speaker usually stops.
They neither explain to us what they mean by stabilization, nor
give us the method by which to obtain stabilization. They do
not discover the particular ill that stabilization will help cure,
and they do not divulge the special ways by which stabilization
may be reached. Therefore, the purpose of my taking this time
and space is to explain to the best of my ability what we mean
by stabilization, why we desire stabilization, and how we may
secure stabilization,

First of all, what do youn mean by “ stabilization ”? It should
be distinctly understood that I for one do not mean “price
fixing” by legislation. I recognize the impossibility of pre-
scribing in peace times either a maximum or minimum price for
a commodity, It will defy and be defeated by the inexorable
and invariable law of supply and demand which operates among
the affairs of men with the certainty of invariableness of the
law of gravity. Dut by “ stabilization ” I do mean the removal
and elimination of every possible cause by every human agency,
both governmental and voluntary, that is calculated to bring
about fluctuations and variations in prices. Now, in a market
for agricultural products there is a great temptation to accentu-
ate and aggravate fluctuations in prices, due to fluctuations,
either real or imaginary, in the guantity produced. The reason
is that only one crop of any partienlar kind is grown each year,
and such crop is usually gathered in a very short period and
must supply the demands of the publie, both domestic and for-
eign, for a period of one year, Therefore, there is great actlvity
amongst would-be consumers over tlie question of proeuring at
the harvest season a sufficient supply to last for the 12-month
period. This leads to estimates, and estimates lead to guesses,
and guesses lead to gambling. The only markets in the Nation
about which there is gambling are the markets relating to cot-
ton, wheat, corn, cattle, and their several by-products. There
is no futures market as to steel produets, or as to lumber, or as
to manufactured textiles, or as to clothing.

This estimating, guessing, and gambling are stimulated by
the fact that the amount of agricultural production of any
commodity in any one year depends, not alone upon the
nereage planted, nor upon the fertilizer employed, nor upon the
skill of cultivation, but depends upon factors beyond human
control, such as weather during the growing season, weather
during the harvest season, or pests, or plant diseases, or storms.
Therefore, during the harvest season, the minds of both the
producer and his consumer and of those who speculate and
gamble about the volume of his produce and the price thereof,
are very much agitated and ofttimes approach the stage of
panie, Naturally, those who buy and consume ean very easily
cooperate, either by a gentleman's agreement, or by express
arrangement, whereas those who sell are scattered among the
millions of producers scattered over vast areas and are with-
out any joint agency, and without any common means of com-
munication. Therefore, the buyers have all the advantage in
the game of “give and take” at the selling season. For this
reason, the law of supply and demand is not allowed to funec-
tion normally, properly, and naturally with regard to farm
products. There enter artificial, unnecessary, speculative fac-
tors that talk about the law of supply and demand Dbut act
according to the law of gambling. Consequently, the fluctua-
tions are excessive, and increased fluctuations incite increased
speculation, and inereazed speculation in turn arouses higher
fluctuations, until this vicious cirele results in eatching the
farmer on the lowest point of the curve and buying from him
when he is in the “slough of despond.”” Then the buyer,
with better organization and better financing, and wider busi-
ness experience, holds the product and follows the rise of the
curve until it approaches the apex and then unloads to his
own great profit. This explains why the ultimate consumers
continue to pay higher and ever higher prices for the bread
they eut, for the meat they consume, and for the farm prod-
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uce they may be able to buy. This widening spread, this
deepening chasm between what the farmer receives and what
the city resident and the industrial worker must pay, is ab-
sorbed by an artificial machinery, commonly described as a
“middleman,” that cuts like a two-edged sword, drawing blood
from the farmer, on the one hand, and from the salaried
employees and laborers, on the other hand.

Speculation is a curse to agriculture. Contraects for the future
delivery of agricultural commodities are virtually wagers as to
what the price of cotton will be at that time, In the United
States, upon the so-called legitimate exchanges, among respon-
sible firms, where, upon the face of the contract, specific per-
formance may be compelled in court, there are bought and sold
contracts for ten times as many bales of cotton as are produced
in any one year. It is, therefore, manifest that even upon these
high-class and respectable exchanges, 90 per cent of the con-
tracts ave virtually wagers. But, in addition to these, there are
countless “bucket-shop ” contracts that are admittedly mere
wagers. Those entering into such contracts on both sides have
no intention whatever of performing. In fact, there is vir-
tually no contract. There is n mere deposit to cover a margin.
The laws of most of the cotton-growing States have prohibited
bucket shops and bucket-shop practices. But, under the guise
of interstate commerce, it is aetually carried on, with all the
evil and demoralizing consequences of the old days. What
Congress ought to do is to write into the law of interstate
commerce prohibitions and penalties that would prevent these
bucket-shop practices as between the States and enforce the
will and law of the several States regarding same. So long as
mere speculation, amounting to mere gambling, is practiced so
widely and regarded as respectable, fluctuations in the markets
under existing conditions will be inevitable. To eliminate fluc-
tuations will eliminate speculation, But to eliminate specula-
tion first will help to eliminate fluctuations. It is a faect that
experience demonstrates that the price of spot cotton to-day
is most largely influenced by the quotation of futures 90 days
and 120 days ahead. Therefore, it is conclusive that futures
contracts control spot prices. Therefore the law of supply and
demand, except in that it may influence the price of futures,
has nothing to do with the price of spots. We should, there-
fore, by the machinery of lasw, discourage and, if possible, sup-
press mere speculation and permit the economic law of supply
and demand to function freely and, therefore, to control the
prices of spots.

The demand for spot cotton continues through the whole year,
and that demand is fairly uniform. The cotton-spinning mills
of the world spin just about as many pounds of cotton one
month as they do another month. If they vary, it is beeause
of a varying demand for cloth, which demand has been affected
by the price of raw cotton, which price has, in turn, been
affected by speculation. If, therefore, speculation were elimi-
nated and the price of cloth were reasonably uniform, the cotton
mills would consume about the same amount of cotton each
month and the demand would, therefore, be constant. The de-
mand being constant, the price should be constant, unless the
supply varies.

We are, therefore, at the erux of the farm problem, so far as
it affects cotton. Some years there are excessively large yields
of cotton, such as the year 1926, and other years there are
very low yields of cotton. The farmers of the South have
often found that the total sum received for a huge crop is, in
the aggregate, less than the amount received for all of the
small crop. 1t is entirely reasonable that, under normal financ-
ing, the price per pound for a large erop should be less than
the price per pound for a small crop. But cotton is not a
perishable commodity. Cotton will last fifty or a hundred years
if properly stored, and its value never be impaired. An in-
creasingly large number of people in the world are using cotton.
These same people are using cotton for an increasingly large
variety of purposes. The demand for cotton is constantly in-
creasing. But when the farmers of our part of the country
produce a large supply of that which the world needs and
must have, and is perfectly willing to pay for at a price that
will represent a reasonable and fair profit to the farmer, the
farmer finds that he has been impoverished and sometimes
rendered bankrupt by the vastness of the product of his own
toil.

Last year, when the Secretary of the Treasury,” Mr. Mellon,
was bitterly assailing the farm relief bill then under consider-
ation by Congress, he argued, in substance and in fact, if not
in these exact words, this principle: “The manufacturing in-
dustry varies the supply according to the price, whereas as to
farm products, the price varies according to the quantity pro-
duced.” - This is a striking truth and strikingly illustrates how,
at the present time, we find industry prosperous, in some re-
spects and in some lines very prosperous, whereas, on the con-
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trary, the fundamental industry of farming is in desperate
straits, is struggling against death—farm lands, by the millions
of aeres, being sold under foreclosure of mortgages, thousands
of farms being sold for taxes, and the families of the farmers
discouraged, disheartened, and hopeless. It is impossible for
the farmer to conform to the formula laid down by Mr, Mellon
respecting manufacturing. The manufacturer ean control to
the pound and to the yard his output. Not so the farmer. He
can increase his acreage and his fertilizers and his labors, but
wind and rain and storm, or the lack thereof, and the presence
of pests and plant disease will cut down his fair prospects, and
deny him a proper reward for his labor. On the other hand,
he may reduce his acreage, eliminate his fertilizers, diversify
his ecrops, and, due to favorable seasons and the absence of
hI)eSts and disease, he will find bountiful harvests upon his
ands.

It would never do to say to the farmer that he must lie
down on his job; that he must cease to produce; that he must
refrain from his labors; that he must not build up his soil;
that he must loaf on his job and live by exacting a fabulous
price for a small pittance of production. On the other hand,
it will never do to expect the farmer to feed and clothe the
world with abundant harvests and not receive an adeguate
reward. The farming industry differs in every conceivablpe
particular from the manufacturing industry. The farmer does
not convert raw materials into products made up in varied
and attractive forms. The farmer deals with the fundamental
elements of soll and sunshine and shower, and mixing them
with skill and toil in the right proportions, conforming to the
law of nature and to the law of nature's God, behold the fruit
of his labors is something wholly and entirely different from
the elements and agencies with which he worked. These
factors in farm production have yielded a new creature under
the sun. In place of land and water and light there is now
the glorious golden grain; there are spreading acres of splendid
corn ; there are fields glistening with the fleecy staple ; there are
lucions fruits, sustaining meats, essential vegetables; all these
representing, not converted value, not wealth in a new form,
but additional, inereased, new-born things, constituting wealth
of essential value and of indispensable importance to all men.
The farmer is the miracle worker. Under God, the farmer
is part creator. Of course, the substantial matter has not been
increased, but so far as consuming mankind is coneceried,
useful and nutritious things have been brought into existence.

Therefore two things must be done by the farmer and for
the farmer. In these, not alone the farmer, but all legitimate
industry, business, and profesgions are vitally interested. These
two things are, first, the crops of the farmers must be sold
gradually, supplying the demands of the world month by
month, rather than rushed upon the market at sacrifice prices
at the time of the harvest; second, what is done by the month
must also be applied to a scries of years, so that the surplus of
a bumper erop may be carried over into the years of the light
and lean crop. Not only is the demand for farm produce
uniform throughout the months of the year, but it is uniform
throughout the succeeding years. The people must wear about
the same amount of cotton cloth and use about the same
amount of cotton commodities year in and year out. There-
fore machinery must be devised to make it humanly possible
for the surplus of one year to be held and fcd into the defi-
ciencies of another year. :

This is what we mean by * stabilization.” Under these con-
ditions just recited the demand is practically uniform from
month to month and from year to year. We are now seeking
to effect, through cooperative marketing and the agency of
farm-relief associations, and through a mighty national farm
board, with adequate revolving funds, to divert the surplus
of any given year and to feed it into the market through sue-
ceeding years, so that In this manner the supply may also
remain practieally uniform. When the demand is uniform
and the supply is uniform the price will be uniform. Since the
demand will not be absolutely and entirely uniform, and since,
even with the machinery sought to be set up by the bill that
I have introduced, H. R, 16250, the supply will not be ideally
and mathematically uniform, so we may expect there will be
slight and inevitable variations in price, but those variations
will come about slowly, and there will be no other substantial
difference between the minimum price and the maximum price.
The curve of price change will be very slight.

It is inevitable that this practically uniform price for cotton
will represent a fair and reasonable margin of profit to the
thrifty, economical, energetfic, efficient farmer. Of course, it
is impossible to insure and guarantee to each and every farmer
that, irrespective of his farm methods, irrespective of his indi-
vidual produection, irrespective of wuneconomical farm adminis-
tration, that he will make a profit. Not all manufacturers suc-
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«ceed. A very high percentage of merchants fail. Only those
who are frugal, far-seeing, economical, and thrifty succeed to
any marked degree.

When this stabilization of demand shall have brought about
stabilization in price, then the farmer will know what to count
upon. He will know how much he can pay for labor, and
compute in advance whether or not there is a reasonable profit
for him. If the average price from year to year shall be so
low as to drive some farmers out of business, the demand
eradually inecreasing and the supply thereby diminishing, the
price will be enhanced and the profit will be insured to those
that remain on the farm. :

But the great blessings of the stabilization of farm produce
will not be enjoyed by the farmer alone, but will be enjoyed
by all classes of people. The prosperity of the farmer, no
longer being short lived and temporary, but firmly continuing,
banks and money-lending concerns can have business dealings
with the farmer with greater confidence. When the confidence
increases, more liberal terms may be made and cheaper rates
of interest expected. Merchants will sell with greater con-
fidence and at lower prices, Fertilizer concerns, being assured
of a reasonable profit each year, will no longer charge out-
‘rageous prices ut all times in order to be able to recoup in
good years their enormous losses sustained during bad years.

But the manufacturer of cotton will be benefited to the same
degree as the farmer by stabilization in price. The manufac-
turer can buy cotton with confldence, fill his warehouses full
of spot cotton, without expensive hedging on the futures mar-
ket, when he knows that the price of cotton 6 months and
12 months hence will be practically the same as it is to-day.
The price of cotfon being fairly constant, the price of cloth
will remain fairly constant, so that the margin of profit for
the manufacturer can be only increased by more economical
production, by more efficient methods, by more improved ma-
chinery, by eliminating waste, by turning out a larger number
of yards, and a finer quality of goods at a lower cost. Thus,
the manufacturer's attention will be really turned to the manu-
facturer’s business. Quality and not mere quantity, efliciency
and not mere production, will be the measure and test of the
manufacturer's success.

_And now the banker comes in for his share of the blessings
of stabilization. The banker, above all, is vitally concerned in
the continuity and uniformity of conditions. The banker is
‘not, or, at least, should not, be a speculator in any sense, in
any wiy, or in anything. The banker deals in certainties
and realities, He is the trustee of the money of the people
of the community, He is not only the agent of the stock-
lolders to make dividends for them, but he is the trusted
guardian of the cash of the hundreds and thousands of his
fellow eitizens who lend him. their money under the name of
“depositors.”

A sense of duty and a feeling of pride prompt every banker
to desire safety. He can not think of facing disappointed de-
positors. He dare not contemplate dealing with disappointed
stockholders. When conditions shall be stabilized, when the
price of land is reasonably uniform, when panie and depressions
and hard times no longer destroy from 50 to 75 per cent of
the market value of land, when the notes of farmers are as
good at maturity as they were on the day of execution, when
manufacturers are reasonably sure of success, when profes-
sional people have a steady and certain income, when con-
ditions are as sound in the summer as they are in the fall,
when a reasonable and moderate prosperity smiles year in
and year out and through all the years, then the banker may
rest in the secure feeling that his assets are good, that his
depositors will be pleased, and that his stockholders will receive
dividends.

This business of stabilization of the prices of farm products,
and thereby of the stabilization of business conditions generally,
is of vast and of vital concern to the large vested property in-
terests. Periods of prosperity followed by periods of poverty
and panic are perilous. When people have become accustomed
to continuous employment at good wages, it is dangerous for
a time to come when there is little or no employment and at
low wages. Such times breed socialistic and communistie
thoughts, and in such thoughts lurk the seeds of revolution.
I have little direet personal and pecuniary interest in the wise
and fair setflement of the farm question. My personal invest-
ments in farm lands are not considerable. But in addition
to realizing the justness, the reasonableness, the economic wis-
~dom of bringing about a stabilization of the prices of farm
commodities I feel, as an American citizen, devoted to her
constitutional system, proud of her glorious past, and devoted
- to the belief that her future well-being will mean a continued
blessing to humanity; I feel a patriotic impulse to contribute
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in every possible way to the sane and just solntion of this
vexed problem. If I were a large capitalist and residing in
some mighty ecity, with no direet finaneial interest in any farm,
yet from the view with which I approach this matter I would
feel the same solemn sense of duty to seek a settlement at an
early date of this agitated matter,

I would say that these cycles, these successive ups and downs,
these tides of economic activity should be stopped. They can
be stopped very largely by settling the question which lies
back of all other disturbances. The farm problem lies back of
all problems, just like the farm life and the farm production
lies back of all life and of all industrial production. When the
price of farm produce shall have been stabilized within rea-
sonable limits, and when manufacturers using farm produce
as raw products and selling finished products to the farmers
shall themselves have a uniform degree of prosperity, and when
the mercantile interests, the financial interests, the transporta-
tion interests, the clerical and professional interests shall also
enjoy the same steady, continuous, reasonably uniform degree
of prosperity, then we may face the future with great con-
fidence and feel that our country's destiny to lead the vanguard
of civilization will be accomplished. But let these fluctuations
continue, let the curve of prices rise and fall quickly, let the
business cycles swiftly come and swiftly go, and though there
will then be harvest time for speculators, it will also be seed
time for agitators. Politics has an intimate and essential con-
nection with economics. All history shows that forms of gov-
ernment and members of political bodies reflect prevailing eco-
nomic forees and conditions. It is all well when we are at the
flood tide of a cycle of prosperity. But the danger time comes
when we fall to the bottom of a panicky period. When the
farm lands are sold for debt and taxes, when the factories are
closed for lack of orders, when the banks are cracking here
and there like an icebound river on the approach of spring,
when professional people can not collect fees for services, when
merchants can not collect for goods sold and can not sell the
goods upon their shelves for cash, when long lines of laborers
stand through the lung days seeking long hours of employment
at low wages, when weary women watch with anxious eyes
for the return home, empty handed, of the breadwinner, when
little children look in vain for the cheap and simple toy and
toothsome thing that they expect at Christmas and on birth-
days, then there is trouble in the air; it is a time when the
devil has business on his hands, and every patriot contemplates
with fear for his country’s future, i<

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. Chairman, T yield 30 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY].

The CHHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
for 30 minutes.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr, WAIx-
wricHT] a few moments ago placed in the ReEcorp a statement
with reference to the situation in China, and as I understand it
listed certain American property in China and American eiti-
zens resident in China,

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. If the gentleman will permit, it was
simply a statement furnished to me by the State Department of
the number of American citizens aud their distribution through-
out China, and the amount of estimated Awerican investments
in China under various categories.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. vidently the gentleman's action
was provoked by press dispatches appearing for the last several
days, and particunlarly this morning, with reference to anti-
foreign riots in China, from whicli I suppose the gentleman

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I requested the information because
I was impressed with the very great possibility of disaster
to American lives and property in China at the present time;
and I thought we shonld be more concerned with measures for
their protection than with a discussion as to our future rela-
tions with this new government.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I presume the gentleman's in-
terest arose from his anxiety in regard to American lives and
property in China, But I could not, in my mind, disasso-
ciate his anxiety in that regard from the anxiety that has
been manifested in certain quarters during the past 10 days
with reference to American lives and property in Nicaragua and
Mexico and the serious international situation that has arisen.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, the President on
yesterday a week ago delivered a very serious and important
message to the Congress. Among other things, the President
said:

I think the time has arrived for me officlally to inform the

Congress more in detall of the events leading up to the present dis-
turbances and conditions which seriously threaten American livc.sl and
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property, endanger the stability of all Central Ameériea, and put in
jeopardy the rights granted by Nicaragua to the United States for the
construetion of a canal.

" Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the House, the President
bases his message to Congress and his action to which it relates
upon three considerations. The first is that American lives
and property are threatened in the Republic of Nicaragua;
second, that the stability of the whole of Central Ameriea is in
danzer ; and third, that the transactions. which are taking place
and have taken place in the Republic of Nicaragua put in
jeopardy the rights granted by the Republic of Nicaragua to
the United States for the construction of an interoceanic eanal
 The President deemed these matters of sufficient importance
to communicate them officially to the House and the Senate.
The rules of this House provide that bills and messages of the
President and official papers shall be referred to the respective
committees having jurisdiction of the subject matter, and in
conformity with that rule the Speaker of the House referred
the message of the President to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs: and, being a member of that committee, T have felt
a certain sense of responsibility to this House in relation to its
affairs.

. The committee met and this matter was brought before it.
A motion was made that the committee invite the Secretary
of State to appear and relate in more detail the fucts upon
which the action of the State Department and the President
of the United States are based, But the committee, satisfied
without any further. information, perfectly content to let the
message rest without any action or any notice, voted its refusil
to hear any evidence or to invite a representative of the De-
partment of State to come before it and submit any informa-
tion in regard to it. This In the face of the fact that although
the Secretary of State appeared before the Foreign Relations
Committee of the Senate and advised it as to the facts, that
information was not printed and was not made public. The
majority of the committee whose duty it is to advise and coun-
sel the House with relation to foreign affairs, not alone re-
fused to take any official action, but formally and officially
refused to ascertain any fact or to receive any evidence.

And what are the facts, as outlined by the President? The
President set forth that in 1924 an election was held in Nica-
sagun, whereat Solorzano was elected President and the present
revolutionary leader, Sacasa, was elected Vice President, and
at that time American marines were in Nicaragua, but were
to be withdrawn immediately and finally were withdrawn in
August, 1925, Solorzano having taken office on the 1st of Janu-
ary, as I now reecall, 1925, Dut within two months after ma-
rines were withdrawn from Nicaragua General Chamorro in-
augurated a revolution, which resulted ultimately in the over-
throw of Solorzano, the constitutional President. As an im-
mediate result of the revolution, Solorzano was forced to accept
the followers of Chamorro as members of his cabinet. Sacasa,
the Vice President, thercupon left the country. In the language
of the President's message—

In the meantime General Chamorro, who, while he had not actually
taken over the office of President, was able to dictate his will to the
actual executive, brought about the expulsion from the Congress of
18 members, on the ground that their election had been frauduolent,
and caused to be put in their places candidates who had been defeated
at the election of 1924. Having thus gained the control of Congress,
he caused himself to be appointed by the Congress as designate on
January 16, 1926, On January 16, 1926, Solorzano resigned as I'resi-
dent, and immediately General Chamorro took office,

* All the power of government came into the hands of Cha-
morro, the constitutional President having been overthrown.

Chamorro is a Nicaraguan character who has figured promi-
nently in revolutions and in the affairs of Nicaragua over
a long period of years. The President of the United States and
the Department of State refused to recognize the Government
of Chamorro on the ground that he was a usurper, on the
ground that he bad seized power in definnce of the constitu-
“tion; and it refused to recognize Uriza, to whom the executive
power was turned over by Chamorro, for the same reasons, I
submit to this House that if Solorzano was deprived of the
executive power he was exercising as executive by force of
arms and in defiance of the constitution, Solorzano has right-
fully continued to be the constitutional President of Nicaragna.
In the event, however, of his voluntary resignation, Sacasa,
‘the Vice President, would be the constitutional successor unless
some disqualification could be pointed out. The Department of
State contends that after Chamorro had been refused recogni-
tion and after Uriza was refused recognition the Congress was
convoked by Uriza, and those members who had been ousted
were recalled and Congress thereupon elected Diaz, It is
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claimed that because Sacasa was physically absent from the
republic he was thereby rendered ineligible as President, and
that the election of Diaz was within the constitutional power
of Congress. The State Department seems to ignore the con-
tention that if Sacasa was forced out of the country through
fear of his life or violence to his person his absence would not
operate as a constitutional disqualification.

The present Government of Nicaragua, recognized as it is by
the Department of State, was elected on November 10 by a
congress and a régime that up to that time had been dominated
by the usurper Chamorro, took office on November 14, and ap-
pealed to the United States Government on November 15;
within one day after its recognition it appealed to the Govern-
ment for aid because it alleged and elaimed that interventions
and aggressions by the Government of Mexico had already
taken place against a Government which had only been in power
24 hours, and the Government of the United States recognized
the government of Diaz on the 17th—72 liours after it came into
existence. I.contend, and I believe with good reason, that
the Department of State in this regard has acted with undue
haste and without consulting the best interests not alone of the
Nicaraguan people but the people of the United States. [Ap-
plause.] And on what ground, my friends, was the appeal for
intervention on the part of Nicarngua based? It was based, so
the President says, on repeated appeals by BMr. Diaz, that
solely—and that is the language of the President—solely be-
cause of the aid given by Mexico to the revolutionists; to protect
the lives and property of American citizens and other for-
eigners. Here is what the President says, speaking of Diaz:

And has stated that he 18 unable, solely because of the ald given by
Mexico to the revolutionists, to protect the lives and property of Ameri-
can citizens and other foreigners,

That appeal was made on November 15 and recognition was
given on November 17.

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, it is
inconceivable that the Department of State could have recog-
nized the government of Diaz on the 17th of November, when
it ecame into power only three days before, unless the repre-
sentatives of the State Department in Niearagua had some
advance information or some forewarning of what was to take
place through the elections on November 10, 1926, Hastly
recognition was given a government that admitted its inability
to protect foreigners. We must remember that the rebellion
which is now pending in Nicaragua arose in May, 1926. At the
time the Sacasa rebellion broke out Chamorro was in charge of
the executive powers of the Government.

The Department of State and the President of the United
States have branded Chamorro as an usurper, and they refused
to recognize him. He was then in power administering the
affairs of Nicaragua, according to the judgment of the world,
as a usurper and a tyrant, and it was against the rule of Cha-
morro that the Sacasa rebellion was initiated. The revolu-
tionists under Sacasa rose in arms to oust one who, according
to our own judgment, was a usurper and a tyrant. Thuat re-
bellion, which was begun in May, 1926, is the same rebellion
that is taking place in Nicaragua to-day. Naturally the fol-
lowers of Sacasa believe that if they had a right to revolt
against Chamorro in May, 1926, they have a right to continue
that rebellion until Sacasa, the constitutional vice president, is
placed in the presidency, or until the faction that overthrew
the legal president is ousted.

But, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I recog-
nize the right of the Department of State in carrying on diplo-
matie intercourse to recognize this or that government as the
facts of the case may seem to warrant, but the conduct of the
department in relation to this particular matter does not ex-
clude but rather induces the suspicion that either some of the
agencies of the United States in Nicaragua or those influential
with the Department of State had some intimate contact with
the transactions in Nicaragua which resulted in the election of
Diaz as President in November, 1926.

What is the basis upon which the President landed marines;
and, in fact, intervened in the affairs of Nicaragua? His ac-
tion is based upon the defense of American lives and American
property, the same claim which the gentleman from New York
has urged with respect to China.

Mr., WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Yes.

Mr, WAINWRIGHT. I8 not the question a little bit broader
than merely the protection of theé lives and property of Ameri-
can citizens? Has it not been our policy, or attempted policy,
to stop these ever-recurring revolutions in Central America
and to use our efforts and our influence to induce a peaceful
situation?
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Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. All right,
gentleman

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Yes.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Does the gentleman regard the assump-
tion of overlordship, involved in the policy mentioned by the
gentleman from New York, as in the least consistent with the
independence of Central and South American nations?

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Yes.

Mr. RANKIN. Does not the same policy by which they pro-
pose to suppress this revolution tend also to stir up a revolu-
tion in Mexico?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield again?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Let me answer. 1 have three
questions to answer, but I yield to the gentleman.

Mr., WAINWRIGHT. All I had in mind was the extension
of the same policy which we have put into effect with regard
to Cuba, where we have taken the position with regard to Cuba
of keeping a peaceful situation there, as we have in regard to
Santo Domingo and Haiti?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I want to say to the gentleman
that the gentleman from New York is at least frank, he is at
least open, he comes out and avows what he believes. He be-
lieves in the poliecy not only of protecting American lives,
throwing the shield of our Government around American lives
and property, but the gentleman from New York believes that
it is the duty and ought to be the policy of the United States
whenever a revolution breaks out in a Central or South Ameri-
can counfry to step in and suppress the revolution. In effect
he would say: “We will recognize yon and we will suppress
you; we will make ourselves the policemen of Central and
South America and we will assume and arrogate to ourselves
the right to say what is the legal government anywhere on this
Western Hemisphere.” That is the doetrine of the gentleman.

Mr, WAINWRIGHT. No; but that we will abate these con-
stantly recurring nuisances in our vieinity.

Mr., CONNALLY of Texns. They started out in the gentle-
man's mind with the dignity of a revolution. Now, they have
descended to the basis of a nuisance, and the gentleman wants
to abate every nuisance in South and Central America.

Mr. BERGER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. Not just now, because I want
to reply to these gentlemen.

I will say to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HupbLESTON],
in answering his query, of course, I do not follow the doetrine
of the gentleman from New York. I do not believe it follows
logically from the fact we have the right to protect American
lives and property that we should assnme the rdle of the
arbiter and ‘the dictator as to what government shall exist or
what government shall not exist. That policy, as suggested by
the gentleman from Mississippl, wounld dlso involve us in Mexico.

I believe that the Central American and the South American
Republics are sovereign mations, and though they are small,
though they are weak, they have the right to transact their
own affairs and select the form of government under which
they desire to live, so long as they do not permit any European
nation to violate the Monroe doctrine.

Protect American lives and property! The President, in
his message, seems to point out what he had already done or
what he at least intended to do in Niearagua, and it seems to
fit in quite conveniently with the theory of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. WarswricHT]. Whether the President
merely meant to relate a historic occurrence or whether he
meant to describe what he was about to do or already had
done in Niearagua, I do not know, but here is what he says:

It {8 well known that In 1912 the United States intervened in
Niearagua with a large force and put down a revolution, and that
from that time to 1925 a legation guard of American marlnes was,
with the consent of the Nicaraguan Government, kept In Managua to
protect American lives and property.

Then, in concluding his message, the President says:
In this respect I propose to follow the path of my predecessors.

It does not require any wide stretch of the Imagination to
conclude that when the President announced le proposed to
follow the path of his predecessors that he had regard to that
statement that he had made at the very outset, that in 1912
the United States Govermment had “intervened In Niecaragua
and put down a revolution.” TIe uses the word “intervened.”
- I submit, gentlemen of the committee, that in effect that
is what the action of the President and the Department of
State amounts to in the present state of affairs in Niearagua.
Here we have two contending factions. Here we have a Presi-
dent, recognized, it is true, by the United States, buf a Presi-
dent who seized his power as the result of a revolution. Diaz

I will say to the
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came into power, if not directly at least indirectly, through the
revolution of Chamorro, who ousted the constitutionally elected
President, Solorzano, and drove him from the country; a revolu-
tion which resulted also in driving from the country the consti-
tutionally elected Vice President. As a result of these transac-
tions Mr. Diaz was elected President. Here we have a revolu-
tion that broke out in May, 1926, and in that state of affairs,
when according to the press reports the revolutionists were
steadily making gains on the Government forces, when the
press wag filled with statements by President Diaz that unless
the United States gave him aid he could not carry on and could
not maintain himself; in that state of affairs, the President of
the United States lands marines, gives ecommand to a naval
officer, and authorizes that naval officer to establish such “ neu-
tral zones"” as the naval officer feels necessary in the premises.

What is the result? If I read the press reports correctly,
first, Bluefields was declared a neutral zone and then some
other coast town; wherever the Liberals became active, wher-
ever their cause seemed to offer any hope of success, there was
immediately declared a neutral zone and the revolutionists
were, in consequence in a large measure, prevented from carry-
ing on hostilities against the Government forces.

My friends, of course the United States has a right to pro-
tect American Ilves and property, but the doetrine of protecting
American Jives and property is not based upon the right to
permanently occupy, with a military force, a foreign country.
The right to land marines or troops in a foreign country is
predicated upon the existence of danger to lives or property
of such an imminent character, and under such extraordinary
circumstances, as not to permit of delay in order to safe-
guard those interests.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman again yield?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Not just now. I do not want to
be discourteous to the gentleman, but my time is very limited.

It is based upon the theory that that danger must arise under
some extraordinary circumstances. It must be so imminent
that it can not be taken up through diplomatie channels or
otherwise, and there must also exist either the unwillingness or
the inability of the local authorities to afford protection to lives
and property. But it does not involve the theory that Ameri-
cans or any other nationals can go permanently into a foreign
country, knowing its laws, knowing its conditions, and invest
their money in the ordinary business enterprises of that country
and then expect or demand that the United States shall police
that country in order to prevent them from undergoing the
ordinary risks that are incident to their residence in that
conntry, and the ordinary risks that are incident to residence
there both by themselves and the nationals of that country.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman now yield?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Yes; I yield now to the gentleman.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. How about foreign investments and
the possible application of the Monroe doctrine as a justifica-
tion for our intervention?

Mr. CONNATLY of Texas. The President does not base his
action on the Monroe doctrine. But those who aceept without
investigation what the President says in his message throw up
their hats without ever hearing any of the evidence before the
committee and wave the flag and shout loudly about the Mon-
roe doctrine,

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. If the gentfleman will stick to my
question, I am just asking the guestion as to foreign investments
and the maintenanee of stability of Government as an alternative
of their stepping in to prolect their own interests rather than
having us protect such interests for them.

Mr., CONNALLY of Texas, I shall endeavor to answer the
gentleman, if the gentleman will permit.

The gentleman invokes the Monroe doctrine and the protec-
tion of foreign investmegts. What is the Monroe doctrine?
The Monroe doetrine is a doetrine not of aggression aguinst the
South American Republie, but the Monroe doctrine is a doe-
trine based fundamentally on the theory of self-defense for the
United States. IMow did it arise? After the Napoleonic wars
in Europe the Czar of Russia, the King of Prussia, and the
Austrian Emperor formed themselves and their monarchies
into a league for the protection of monarchy and for the sup-
pression of revolution and liberal movement all over the world.
It came to be known as the Holy Alliance becanse it was formed
to support the “ divine right " of kings. After the Holy Alliance
had come into existence Spain conceived the idea of reconguer-
ing the South and Central American Republics and appealed
to the Holy Alliance to give her aid and comfort in her ambi-
tion to reconquer those countries. Great Britain was looking
after world trade and had built up a considerable trade with
the Central and South Americin Republics. She realized that
if Spain reconquered those territories her trade and dominion
in those countries would be seriously impaired. :
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Mr. Rush, the American minister, entered into conversations
with the British minister as to how that movement could be
thwarted, It finnlly resulted in a declaration by President
Monroe in December, 1823, Whut was that declaration? Ilere
it is:

Qur polley in regard to Europe, which was adopted at an early
stiate of the wiars which so long agitated that guarter of the globe,
nevertheless remains the same, which is—not to Interfere in the in-
ternal concerns of any of its powcrs; to consider the government de
facto the legitimate government for us; to cultivate friendly rela-
tions with it; and to preserve those relations by a frank, firm, and
manly policy, meeting, In all Instances, the just claims of every power,
submitting to injuries from none. But in regard to these continents
circumstances are eminently and conspicuously different. It is im-
possible that the Allled Powers should extend their political system
to any portion of either continent without endangering our peace and
happlness; nor can anyone believe that our southern brethern, if left
to themselves, would adopt it of their own accord. It is equally im-
possible, therefore, that we should behold such interposition, in any
form, with indifference,

The Monroe doctrine was adopted as a measure of self-
defense by the United States, Its policy denies the right of
any European power to establish its system on or extend that
system to any part of the Western Hemisphere, as a danger
to our own security. It follows, of course, as a secondary
consideration, that it operates as a safeguard to the republies
of Central and South America against European aggression in
any form. The Monroe doctrine was intended as a protection
for the South American countries, a protection of Nicaragun as
well as ourselyes,

Gentlemen say that if Europe can not establish her system
on this hemisphere then the United States assumes the duty
of seeing that foreign life and property are protected. I grant,
gentlemen, that there may arise a moral claim, or color of
claims, on the part of a European power that the United States
ought not to permit any republic of Central or South America
to employ the protection secured by the Monroe doctrine in
such a way as to avoid its just obligations to the European
power, But that is not the case. :

The Monroe doctrine has never been invoked by the United
States to deny to European powers the enforcement of their
just demands. The Monroe doctrine does imply that the United
States will not allow any foreign power in the collection of
debts to acquire any territory or in anywise establish any por-
tion of its system on the western hemisphere.

Mr, WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman allow me one brief
question?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. One brief question.

Mr, WAINWRIGHT. How about Grover Cleveland and
Yeuezueln ?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Oh, I see what is the matter
with the geutleman. I thought he was standing up for the
Monroe doctrine, that he was Interested in this guestion from a
broad, philosophical standpoint, but I see that he is-viewing
the matter as a partisan and he wants to know about Grover
Cleveland and the Monroe doctrine.

Greut Britain and Venezuela were involved in a dispute in-
volving the boundary between British territory and Venezuela.
Had Great Britain enforced her demands by foree, it would
have operated to bring additional territory under the British
flag. It would have operated to “extend" the Dritish system
over new territory and would have constituted a violation.of the
Monroe doctrine, President Cleveland very properly and cour-
ageously intervened and prevented the employment of force by
Great Britain,

Mr. WAINWRIGHT rose.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I can not yield further to the
‘gentleman. I do not want to be discourteous, but I have
limited time. Mr. Chairman, if the Monroe doctrine, estab-
lished as it was for our protection and the protection of
South America, ever comes to be regarded by Central and
South America as a clonk under which the United States
can seek and acquire concessions, property rights, and privi-
leges which are not accorded to other nations; if the Monroe
doctrine cver comes to be regarded by South and Central
America as . means whereby the United States will exploit
not alone their resources but their government and their
people; if the Monroe doctrine ever comes to be viewed in
the eyes of the world as a musk behind which America shall
seek and secure special privileges for herself and her citizens
in South and Central America, then the Monroe doctrine will
no longer be without challenge in the chancelleries of the
world.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I subscribe to that last
statement of the gentleman from Texas,
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Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad
that the gentleman subscribes to it.

It is said that American lives and properties in Nicaragua
are in danger. I urged the Committee on Foreign Affairs to
have brought before it evidence of what lives are in danger.
I wanted to know what American citizens in Nicaragua were
threatened. I wanted to know what our citizens were doing
there, whether temporarily or permanently residing there. I
would like to know whether sueh citizens whose lives are en-
dangered have aligned themselves with one or the other of
these revolutionary parties.

I would like to know where the American property is situ-
ated that has been threatened and endangered by Mexican
aggression, But, Mr. Chairman, we could not get that infor-
mation. It is a little significant that in this connection the
Secretary of State was not willing to basge his reasons for action
upon the proteetion of American lives and property, but that the
Department of State dragged in the bogey of Bolshevism, which
that department elaims is being employed in Central and South
America to overthrow the Government of the United States.
Hobgoblins and imaginary monsters have long been employed
to frighten the ignorant and the superstitions. Great nations
and enlightened peoples can not be affrighted by them. We are
not afraid of Bolshevism, We can not suppress Bolshevism
with repressive measures. Its antidote is reason and common
sense, [Applause.] American commercial aggression, Ameri-
can imperialism—and I mean commercial imperialism—the
ereation in the minds of South and Central American countries
of a belief that our foreign policy is subservient to the dollar,
will do more to create and foster Bolshevism in Central and
South America than all of the propaganda that the disciples of
Trotsky and Lenin could disseminate in a decade. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, the President bases his action in Nicaragua
largely upon the claim that Mexico was furnishing arms and
ammunition to the revolutionists. I am not here to-day to
speak in behalf of Nicaragua; I am not here to speak in behalf
of Mexico; I am not here to speak in behalf of China. I am
speaking in behalf of my own country. But the President ought
to know that the Republic of Mexico had the same right to
recognize the government of Sacasa that the Government of the
United States had to recognize the government of Diaz. He
ought to know that Mexican ecitizens had the same right to
sell arms and ammunition to one faction in Nicaragua that our
citizens had to sell arms and ammunition to the other faction.

While we may disagree with Mexico in her course toward
Nicaragua, we must not fail to recognize the fact that Mexico
is a sovereign republic, that Nicaragua is a sovereign republie,
and as such have a right to order their own internal affairs
according to their own will, unless they conflict with some
treaty rights or the accepted prineiples of international law.
It is rather significant that the President should so have inter-
twined the Nicaraguan situation with the Mexican situation
just at a time when our international relations with Mexico
concerning her oil laws were about to reach a critical stage.
On the 1st of January last it was believed that our affairs with
Mexico had reached a critical period. The United States, on
the one hand, had contended and now contends that article 27
of the Mexican constitution was being retroactively applied to
oil propertics that had been acquired prior to May 1, 1917.
Mexico, on the other hand, contended and now contends that by
confirming oil titles which had been acquired prior to May 1,
1917, and upon which works of exploration for oll, or what is
called “ positive acts,” had taken place prior to May 1, 1917,
by granting concessions for the exploitation of oil thereon for
50 years, She was not making a retroactive application of the
law. But in considering the oil dispute with Mexico, we must
remember that the Mexican constitution and the Mexican oil
laws apply to Mexiean citizens just as they apply to American
citizens. There ic no discrimination in the Mexican oil laws
against either Americans or other foreigners. 1 believe that
when an American citizen goes into a foreign country to perma-
nently reside, when he exchanges his home under the American
flag for a home in a foreign country because he can make
more money there, when he goes there to seek the advantages
which that country affords, when he voluntarily chooses that
country as his residence, he onght to submit his business to the
same regulations that govern the citizens of that country and
their business. [Applause.]

I do not believe that the American oil investor ought to de-
mand of the Mexican Government any privileges or rights not
enjoyed by the Mexican citizen similarly situated; and if he
does, I do not believe that the duty rests upon the American
Government to send an American Army to Mexico to protect
the oil property of that eitizen who sits in Wall Street and wants
an army to go down and save his property. 1 do not helieve
there is any duty defined either in the Constitution or in morals
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that requires this Government in such a case to send an army
to protect his oil in Mexico, [Applause.] The Mexican courts
are open and many of the oil companies have availed them-
selves of the right to test the validity of the oil laws. I be-
lieve our Government ought to use diplomacy and placable
means to adjnst the dispute. It should invite the oil companies
to submit to the Mexican courts their titles and claims. The
oil controversy should be submitted to arbitration—to an im-
partial tribunal. What is the world thinking about to-day? Do
not forget that the rest of the world is looking with interest
upon what is transpiring in Mexico and Central America.

The nations of the world are looking with keen eyes upon
Niecaragua and Mexico. Here is a press dispateh from the Re-
publie of Argentina eriticizing the action of the United States.
Here is another press dispatch of the same import from Buenos
Aires. Here is another from Costa Rica. Here is another dis-
patch from Chili, another from Great Britain, another dispatch
from Rlio de Janeiro. 1 have read Europcan comments from
France and other nations. Gentlemen of the House, if the great
nations of the earth ever come to believe that the Monroe doc-
trine is being used by the United States, not as a defensive
policy to protect ourselves and the independence of South Amer-
ica nnd Central America, but that we have forged it into an
instrument to control the political independence and integrity
of Central and South Ameriean countries, if they come to be-
lieve that we employ it as a vehicle upon which to carry on
a search for concessions and preferential rights, then the Mon-
roe doctrine will not only be challenged by the great powers
but it will be spurned by Central and South America as a
weapon for their exploitation instead of for their défense,

This morning’s paper carries the news that in China there
are antiforeign riots directed to American and DBritish sub-
jeets. Why? DBecause foreign countries have extorted from
China the surrender of her sovereignty. They demanded that
forelgners in China shall not be amenable to Chinese law, but
shall only be trled in courts established and maintained in
China by foreign countries. The powers imposed upon the
impotent and helpless Chinese extraterritoriality and foreign
ferritorial concessions. The great countries have exploifed
Ching, For years the United States has been policing the rivers
of China with American naval gunboats.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Can the gentleman give me five
more minutes?

" Mr. HARRISON. I yield the gentleman five additional
minuntes, :

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. To do what? To protect Ameri-
can rights and property about which the gentleman from New
York [Mr. WarswricHT] 18 s0 much concerned,

" Let us talk about the property. The citizens ean get out,
but the property can not. What is the property? One of my
collengues told me that a few years ago he was In China, and
he saw the United States flag flying,. He saw an Ameriean
marine with a gun on his shoulder, marching his beat. His
heart swelled with pride as he saw Old Glory glittering in
the sun and a representative of his great country in uniform,
and he wondered why he was there. Somebody said that he
was there to protect American life and property. Then he
looked across the street in search of the American property

and lives that were there, and he saw on a building in glitter-

ing letters of gilt, “The Standard Oil Co.” [Laughter and
applause,] China is tired of foreign exploitation. China re-
sents foreign control of her ports. China wants no foreign
policing of her rivers and territory.

The Chinese are rising against her wrongs. ILet us hope
that a great tragedy may be averted.

Mr. Speaker, 1 desire that American lives and property may
be protected in every foreign conutry. The best way on earth for
us to protect American lives and American property is to so deal
with foreign countries that they will have an affection and
an attachment for us rather than hatred and suspicion. I
am devoted to the welfare of my country at home and abroad.
I am anxious fo see the foreign policy of my country con-
ducted on such a high plane, on such a lofty level, that the
world will know that we are actuated by principles of justice
and fair dealing, by prineciples and not by a love of dollars.

There was a time when the question arose in this country
as to whether or not the Constitution followed the flag. The
question now seems to be whether or not the Army shall
follow the dollar.

Gentlemen of the House, I am interested in this question
solely as an American. I want to see my country occupy a
position of influence among the powers of the world. 1 want
my country to occupy such a position that when it speaks in
behalf of small nations or in behalf of great nations it will
have the respect and the confidence of those who sit about
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the council board. To attain and maintain that position we
must demonetize our present foreign policy. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas.
please?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for two minutes more. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection.

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. The time has come in America
when its Government and its people must come to grips with
the great moneyed interests that are seeking to control it
Only a little while ago these sordid interests reached their
grasping fingers into the very Cabinet itself and abstracted
the oil reserves of the Nation, and then with another hand they
reached out and seized the Department of Justice, to prosti-
tute it to their own foul purposes. In the past year thesc same
interests have poured into the ballot box of the people, millions
of dollars in an effort to acquire control of this Government of
the people.

Oh, Mr. President, I appeal to you to use forbearance, hich
courage, and justice in your foreign pelicy and at home in
order that now in this hour these same interests may not reach
out and grasp the foreign policy of this Republic in order to
employ it to their own greedy purposes and to bring upon us
not alone the odium of the rest of the world but the hatred
and contempt of those nations with which we deal. [Applause.]

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I yicld 15 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. WuRzsacH].

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
for 15 minutes. -

Mr. WURZBACIH. Mr. Chairman, in the time allotted me
I want to submit a few remarks of a very general nature
that come to my mind in the consideration of the pending
Army appropriation bill.

The Appropriations Committee of the House, and especially
its military subcommittee and its able acting chairman, the
gentleman from California [Mr. Barsour], all are :s.mitled
to the praise and thanks of Congress. You ask why? Not
only because this bill provides for more liberal appropriations
for the Army than was recommended by the Budget Bureau.
That is one reason. I favor and the country favors liberal
appropriations, appropriations liberal enough to provide an
adequate national defense, and this bill comes nearer doing
that than does the Budget proposal. If we are to have a policy
of cheese-paring economy we must not apply it to the Army
or Navy at the peril of national security,

But my congratulations are offered to the Approprmtmns
Committee, principally because this great committee, in the
prepuration and report of this bill, as perhaps in no other ap-
propriation bill reported out by that commitfee since the passdge
of the Budget Act of 1921, has asserted and defended the con-
stitutional powers of this Congress in the vital matter of
legislative appropriations. Many of us have protested, in the
cloakroom and lobbies, against the alleged undue concentra-
tion of appropriating power in the Appropriations Committee
and in the Bureau of the Budget, at the expense of and to the
exclusion of legislative committees of the House, I am now
prepared, so far as the Appropriations Committee is concerned,
to revise my former views. I wonld say that the legis-
lative committees, instead of having been deprived or shorn of
their proper and legal powers and responsibilities;, have abdi-
cated and sm-rendmed themn to the Appropriations Committee.
Instead of encroachment of one commiftee upon the other, it
has been a surrender of power, one to the other. Legislative
committees still do have, if energetically asserted and main-
tained, important funetions to perform in the matter of appro-
priations for the departments over which they have jurisdie-
tion. Iivery appropriation presupposes a prior legislative act,
and no appropriation ean properly be made without legisiative
authorization in one way or another, and such prior legislation
can, under the law and rules, originate only in the legislative
committees.

YWhat I have said about legislative committees generally as to
their surrender of power to the Appropriations Committee
applies as well to the Military Affairs Committee. This com-
mittee has not exercised its full powers in legislation pertain-
ing to appropriations for the Army. This was true in the past
but is not true now. Under the able leadership—aggressive
but tactful—of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. James],
acting chairman, the Military Committee is taking a new stand
and is pursuing a new policy. It is doing nothing radiecal,
but only asserting its rights and performing its duty. The
Military Committee has cooperated with the Appropriations
Committee In the preparation of this bill, and the bill in a

May I have two minuies more,
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seuse is the joint product of the two committees, and generally
satisfactory to both. The Military Committee had brought
before it practicully the same witnesses that appeared before
the Appropriations Committee and substantially the same in-
formation was given to one as to the other. The Military
Committee considered and reported legislation authorizing ap-
propriations ordinarily left to the Appropriations Committee for
inclusion in its bill. It is self-evident that if the House Mili-
tary Committee fails to report and the House fails to pass
legislation, for instance, to properly house, feed, or clothe the
Army, the Appropriations Committee is then forced by very
necessity to assume the neglected duty of the Military Com-
mittee and of Congress, and to write such legislation into
appropriation bills or leave the Army unhoused, hungry, and
naked. It must assume that duty, though, with full knowledge
that it has no legislative power and always at the risk of
having such attempted legislation stricken out on points of
order,

I have attempted to show—I hope with some suceess—that
the diminution of power of legislative committees of the House
is not ascribable to encroachment by the Appropriutions Com-
mittee but rather the result of abdication and surrender of the
former to the latter. Let us now turn our attention to the
Budget Bureau and ascertain whether there is any encroach-
ment, on its part, on the powers of Congress or its legislative
committees, Appropriations Committee included. To do this we
should—in fact, must—first determine its proper functions,
powers, and duties under the law. Its powers determined, we
may compare and contrast its powers with its practices,
What are the powers of the Budget Bureau under the law?

There seems to be the impression that since the passage of
the Budget and Accounting Act of 1921 the bureau thereby ecre-
ated has succeeded to the important powers of Congress, or
some of them, with respect to appropriations. This impression
is utterly unfounded and false and in its effect is just as dan-
gerous as it is false. If the language of that act could be
fairly construed as a delegation of such important constitu-
tional legislative powers to another agency or bureau, and espe-
cially an agency in another department of government, in this
cuse the exeecutive department, it would unquestionably be held
uncoustitutional. But the act itself is not unconstitutional, for
the very simple reason that the language is not susceptible of
such construction, and it clearly appears that no such power
was intended to be delegated. Congress could not delegate
sueh power if it would. It is only the practices of the Budget
Bureau and not the act itself that might lead one to the belief
that Congress had relinquished such powers.

Let me read at this point remarks of Mr, Good, former chair-
man of the Appropriations Committee, who lead the fight for
the establishment of the Budget Bureau Act. On October 17,
1919, CoxcreESsioNAL REcorp, page T084, he said:

AN “ EXECUTIVE BUDGET ™ NOT PROPOSED

It will no doubt be urged by some that this bill provides for an
executive Budget, and that under our Constitution the duty of making
appropriations is a legislative and not an executive prerogative, This
Lill does not take from or add to the duties now Imposed upon Congress,
and so forth,

The bill does not in a single particular give the Executive any
greater power over the consideration of appropriations by Congress
than he now has. In my opinion the plan proposed will fall far short
of accomplishing its real purpose if in its operation there should be any
surrender by Congress of the minutest examination into every detail
of the estimates (referring to estimates of heads of executive depart-
ments), and the bill leaves Congress free and independent to act upon
the proposals contained in the Budget, Unquestionably, however, the
estimates found in the Budget will come to Congress after a more
mature deliberation by the executive departments, and the work now
required by Congress and its committees in making its investigations
will be materially reduced. 1

The Budget Burcan is a creature of Congress made to serve
and aid Congress. We did not create a Frankenstein monster,
The burean was created first to aid the President so that he
might the better perform one of his constitutional duties—a
duty, not a power. What is that duty? It is declared in sec-
tion 3, Article II, of the Constitution, and reads:

He—
The President—

shall from time to time give to the Congress Information of the state
of the Union, and recommend to their consideration such measures
as he shall judge necessary and expedient—

And so forth, Inother words, and to repeat. the Budget Burean
is first of all an aid to the President that he may the better
give to Congress the information it needs, and so that in turn
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Congress will be better qualified to make use of such fuller
information in the performance of its high and important
hu)\tm:r and duty, to wit, its legislative appropriating power and
uty.

Although this limited, though useful, function of the Budget
Burean ought to be eclearly understood, a mysterious, unreuasoun-
able sanctity seems to surround it. A few days ago the pend-
ing Army bill was reported, and when it appeared that the Ap-
propriations Committee had not followed the recommendations
of the Budget Bureau, but had provided for larger appropria-
tions for national defense than was suggested in the estimites
of the Budget, one of the Washington papers carried the head-
line statement that the House had * flouted the Budget.” As if
the committee had done an irregular thing or had invaded a
right and power of the Budget Bureau! The implication car-
ried in the newspaper story was that a committee of Congress
acting within its power, but not trailing the Budget, had actu-
ally violated some legal right of the bureau.

I know that it is unpopular to eriticize the bureau, because
it is supposed to be the beginning and end of governmental effi-
ciency and economy. It has effected great economies and I am
a supporter of the Budget Bureau when it stays within its legal
bounds. I am a firm believer in governmental economy, but I
am not willing to give my aid to the establishment of a prece-
dent that violates, not only the statute law, but violates, in
effect, the fundumental law of the land. And as a practical
proposition, it should not be lost sight of, but kept constantly
in mind,l that a precedent established to-day in violation of law
to secure economy may be used to-morrow to effect a different,
a very opposite purpose. Precedents established contrary to
law, constitutional law at that, onght never to be countenanced.
Precedents are always born and first nurtured in the fertile soil
of favorable and temporary expediency, but when fully grown
they thrive under any and all conditions.

From which it follows that the fact that we may have,
at this particular time, a President both wise and good, and
4 Director of the Budget equally wise and good, not only does
not answer my protest against the establishment of dangerous
precedents, but on the contrary makes it all the more im-
portant that we carefully guard against establishing a rule that
may at some future time be misused by a President, or a
bureau, not so good and wise. To-day the national pendulum
is swinging in the direction of national économy, but who
knows how widely it may swing later the other way? Dut
concluding on this thought, I can only say that it is the duty
of Congress alone to guard its constitutional powers. This is
our duty. We are the trustees, we are the depository of the
legislative appropriating power, granted by and through the
Constitution of the United States., To do less than our utmost
in protecting those powers and in performing the duties that
grow out of them, would make each and all of us guilty of
the grossest constitutional immorality,

Let me now cite two of the unwarranted practices of the
Budget Bureau. I hope that it will be understood that my criti-
cisms are all made in the most impersonal way. The motives
behind the practices may be of the very highest. The gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. Newrox] called attention to one
of these practices in a speech he made on the floor of this
House on January 11, as it appears in the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp, page 1425, He referred to what is known as the 2
per cent personnel club. He spoke of it as having been at
first a voluntary c¢lub, and continues—

That which had becn voluntary theretofore has been made compulsory
by reason of an orvder that has been issued by the Director of the
Budget under the anthority of the President.

Hvery department head and bureau chief was preemptorily
ordered by the above pronunciamento of the Budget to make
an arbitrary reduction of 2 per cent below the amount appro-
priated by Congress for salaries of civilian employees of the
Government, and until such reduction had been made no
vacancies were to be filled or promotions made as to this class
of Federal employees. I can liear gentlemen, as I have alreudy
heard them, including gentlemen from the South, strictest
constructionists of the Constitution, ardent champions of the
accepted theory of governinent that the powers of one of the
coordinate departments must not infringe upon another, voice
their approval of this bureau order. Aund all supposedly in the
name of economy.

This order would not bave been objectionable had it only
ordered in general terms that department heads and bureau
chiefs must practice the utmost economy within the limits of
the money appropriated and allotted. I would not only favor
the issuance of such an order but would like to see it strictly
enforced. But I can not agree with the Budget or with gen-
tlemen defending it, that after Congress has made an appro-
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priation for a particular purpose, after it has run the gantlet
appropriations bills do run, after it has received the approval
of the departments, then of the Budget Bureau itself, then of
the Appropriations Committee, and finally after all that, and it
his received the approval of both the House and Senate and
has become a law, that then and under such cireumstances
the Budget Bureaun or the I’resident is authorized to peremp-
torily order that there shall be expended for the particular
purpose 2 per cent less or any other per cent less than was
votedd by Congress. If 2 per cent, why not & per cent or 10
per cent or 50 per cent? If a reduction, why not also an in-
crense? In short, if the Budget Bureau or the President may
in such manner control the purse sirings of the Nation, why
not dispense with Congress daltogether?
veto, but not such a veto as is provided for in our Constitution.

In the beginning of my remarks I referred to two practices
of the Budget Burean that are not authorized by the Budget
get, I have just mentioned and briefly discussed one of them,
The other practice is one which discourages—no, positively pro-
hibits—department heads from furnishing committees of the
House true, full, and complete estimates of the financial needs
of sueh departments. It works in this wise: Department heads
are given what arve known as “limiting fisures” by the Budget
Bureau, beyond which they are not permitted to go in present-
ing to Congress their plans for needed expenditures. This was
admitted to the Committee on Military Affairs during recent
hearings. If there could be any doubt of the correctness of
this statement, it is removed by the words of the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Crasrox], himself a member of the Ap-
propriations Committee. He ought to know if anyone does.
On January 11 he said, in speaking of the Budget system:

We bave a budget system, so that departments can not ask for all
they want or all they know they need. Thelr hands are fied.

That is a plain, blunt statement of a fact that ought not.

to be a fact. If that is the experience and observation of the
gentleman from Michigan, speuking from the standpoint of a
member of the powerful Appropriations Committee, a commit-
tee that unquestionably ought to leavn the needs of departments
from those best qualified to speak, what is the position of
mere legislative committees and their opportunities to secure
full and free information from department heads and bureau
chiefs. If Congress is not entitled to such information, who
is? Congress, in order to act intelligently, and committees
of the House as well, ought not be denied information by the
very bureau that Congress itself created., and which it created
for the very purpose of securing just such information. Where
else is such iuformation obtainable? Why, gentlemen, before
the Budget Bureau was created Congress and all its commit-
tees had free access to estimates of any and every department
head. Neither their hands nor their tongues were tied. In-
stead of doors of information being opened to us by the Dudget
Bureau, they are being closed, or Coungress is asked to peep
through the keyhole or a crack in the door. This looks very
much like a case of the “ tail wagging the dog.” It does to me.
How does it look to yon?

We Members of Congress can not blind ourselves to the fact
that Congress does not stand as high in the respect of the
people as it formerly did. I wonder if that is not due to the
fact that we are not as jealous of our powers as our prede-
cessors were! Are we not surrendering important powers and
relieving ourselves of important duties, and devoting our time
and energy to messenger-boy services and other trivialities?
Is not this the real reason we are losing prestige with the
people? I think it is. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DowELL).
man from Texas has expired.

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bercer].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin i recog-
nized for 20 minutes.

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, in the few minutes allotted to me I ecan not do justice to
the subjeet, and therefore I ask unanimous consent to revise
and extend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wiseonsin?

There was no objection.

Mr, BERGER. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen of the
House, T really did not intend to take the floor at this time.
I am under a physician’s eare. Moreover, we have had enough
oratory.

A WAR BEQUIRES ABOVE ALL MUCH MENTAL PREPAREDNESS

I read in the papers and heard on the floor of this House,
however, something about a war with Mexico in which the

The time of the gentle-

This is in effect a
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United States may become involved. And the moment I heard
the word “war" I felt like the old military steed that heard
the bugle. I am an old war horse. I went through a war for
four years and a half, and my “ croix de guerre "—my cross of
wiar—consisted in a senfence to serve 20 years in the peniten-
tiary. Some cross to bear.

After looking over the situation carefully, however, I am not
a bit afraid that there will be war. There is not the slightest
danger,

The American people are not ready for any war. Wars now-
adays must be mentally and psychologically thoroughly pre-
pared—prepared by a drum fire of propaganda. We did not
even have a preparedness parade as yet, as we had in 1916.

" MAD DOG OF EUNOFPE " AND BELGIAN “ BABY FINGERS ¥ WERR PART OF THE
WAR OF THE “ALL-LIEs ¥

The World War, for instnnce—there was a war for which
the world was mentally well prepared. The British imperialists
began their propaganda as early as 1806. By 1914 everybody
knew that the Germans were not Germans at all—that they
were Huns—and that Germany was “ the mad dog of Europe.”

And that was wise of the governments.

It wounld have been very difficult to induce the English people
and the German folks to slaughter one another for purely
commercial considerations. It would not do te tell their people
that it was a question of world’'s trade, or of the rule of the
seven seas. Each government had to persuade its nationals
that the other people were not human, that they were fiends.
But the elever British and French propaganda was infinitely
superior to the elnmsy German talk about “ a place in the sun.”

Remember what our American folks had to be told for about
three or four years before we got ready to enter the war?
The daily press, the movies, the magazines, the playhouses—
even the schools and chinrches—were just ablaze with stories
about the misdeeds of the Huns and their Kaiser. We were
told as early as 1915 that unless we got into the war * the
Kaiser would come over here and take all our money away.”
And, as usual, those that hud the least money to lose were
seared the most.

And people believed it.
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And some people in the mountainsg of
Tenmnessee still believe it. And then, also, the stories of **the
Belgian babies whose fingers were cut off.” The British am-
bassador, James Bryee, vouched for the truth of these stories.
And about the French babies that hung in the butcher shops,
like pigs. Some people not only believed that, but elaimed that
they had friends who had seen them.

Of conrse we had to go to war to stop all that beastly cruelty.

PEOPLE BEGIN TO SFE THROUGIL THE PROPAGANDA

But, alas, how now? You conld not tell even the most credu-
lons Ku:Kluxer in Texas that Calles would come over here and
take our money away. He would surcly answer that Texas
could at any time lick Mexico single handed.

It would tuke quite a little propaganda before the bulk of the
American people would become ready for war with Mexico.
First and foremost, they would want fo know why they should
have any war at all.

There are millions of Americans who are beginning to see
now that we were hamboozled and flimflammed into the World
War; that it was not a war to protect the small nations; not
a war to make the world safe for democracy ; not a war to do
away with militarism; not a war to make an end to all wars.

Yet all of these reasons for entering the World War were
given at the time to the “infellectunls ™ of the Nation.

OF COURSE, OUR CAPITALISTS OWN TIIE " PATRIA " AND ARE THE
“pATRIOTS ¥

The truth is that no one is anxious to have a war just now—
except 2 small elique of young militarists in the War Office.

President Coolidge dees not want war, and poor Kellogg
does not want it. Some papers close to the oil magnuates, a
few Knights of Columbus fanaties, and the Hearst organs talk
about war—but it is evidently done for the purpose of intimi-
dating the Calles government in Mexico. Our American capi-
talist class is not ready for any war.

Of course, if the American ecapitalists should really want
war with Mexico or with anybody clse they could have it quickly
enough. Our capitalist class owns the press, controls the
churches, rules the schools; speaks through the radio. the play-
houses, and the billboards:; und possesses all meaus of ymb-
licity and of communication.

The capitalist class owns the “patria,” and therefore has the
first eall on all “patriotism.”

The eapitalist class, as no matter of course, also owns both
of the old parties in Congress and out of Congress.

Therefore, if our capitalist class really wanted war with
Mexico, who would be here to stop it?
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The Republican Party would be for it about 98 per cent.
And the Democratic Party, whose stronghold is nearer Mexico,
would be for it 99 per cent.

Who would oppose it?

THE OPPOSITION WOULD FALL IN LINE

The peace societies? They would adjourn, as in 1917, and
the ladies would knit stockings, jackets, and possibly do some
Red Cross work for the soldiers,

The Ku-Klux Klan? That is a patriotic society, and in kill-
ing Mexicans their members would be killing Roman Catholics
and some negroes, which is not against a “ Klansman's kreed.”

The American Federation of Labor? It would want $1
more wages per day for the munition workers.

The farmers? They would simply demand $225 for a
bushel of wheat.

The Liberals? Where was the New York World during the
war? It was Woodrow Wilson’s mouthpiece. Where was The
New Republic? Its editors were in the War Department, or
working for George Creel.

In short, there would be no real opposition if our capitalist
class would be really determined to go to war with Mexico.

THEREFORE—WHY TROT OUT THE BOLSHEVIE SFOOK?

Bul I am disappointed in the way the President and Mr.
Kellogg handle this situation. It is really humiliating.

There is Mr. Kellogg. He knows all this, or ought to know
it. He has lived in this country for some time. Therefore,
why did he have to tuke refuge behind that worn-out scarecrow,
the “red spook,” for this particular war whoop? Why did he
have to trot out Bolshevism to fortify his position?

ME. KELLOGG'S DARK RED PLOT IN MEXICO

When Mr, Kellogg was invited to appear before the Senate
committee to explain the basigs and the justification for our
Government’s policy in Niearagua, and also the policy against
Mexico which is interwoven—he left with the committee a
paper entitled * Bolshevik Aims and Policies in Mexico and
Latin Ameriea,”

Ifrom this paper we learned that there is in Mexico a deep
and dark plot which originated in Moscow to combat American
imperalism-—and particularly American imperialism in Latin
America. That plot is to be earried out by the American
Communist Party, called the Workers Party, and it is this plot
that gave the Secretary of State, and evidently also the Presi-
dent of the United States, the cold shivers.

PROBABLY-—NEITHER' MRE. KELLOGG NOR MR, COOLIDGE EVER MET A

COMMUNIST

Now, I will say this: I very seriously doubt whether Mr.
Kellogg, or Mr. Coolidge, has ever seen a real live communist,
There are so few of them in the United States.

Now, 1 can proudly claim that I bave seen, met, and spoken
to some. And I had some very serious disagreements with
them—and I never shivered the slightest bit.

As a matter of faect, I sat in committee more than once
with that arch-Bolshevik, Nicolai Lenin, long before the Bol-
shevik revolution in Russia, and before Nicolai Lenin became
a world figure.

Nicolai Lenin represented one of the four or five Russian
parties, and I represented the American Socinlist Party, at the
old International in Brussels. He expressed the views of the
extreme left wing, while I stood for the doetrines of the social
democracy.

Nicolai Lenin did not convert me to communism, and I did
not convert Lenin to soecial democracy. As a matter of fact,
neither of us tried.

B0-CALLED WORKERS' PARTY ORIGINATED FROM A SPLIT IN 1919

Now, to begin with, I believe 2 man has a right fo be a com-
munist if he believes in communist theories. He has as much
right to be a communist as Pierpont Morgan has to be a Repub-
lican, or A. Mitchell Palmer to be a Democrat.

But as for the Communist or Workers Party in America—
well, I know something about that also. I ought to know. It
originated in 1919 by a split from the Socialist Party. The
seceders were mainly members of the foreign language sections,
who believed that the red streak they saw in the east of Europe
was the dawn of a pew day for all humanity, whereas it
simply meant “good night"” for Russian czarism.

WAS KEPT GOING BY MITCHELL PALMER'S “ SECRET SERVICE "

And the organization of the communists was very much
accelerated by the contemptible way these fanatics were treated
by the Department of Justice under A. Mitchell Palmer, whose
secrot serviee men acted as “agent provecateurs” and often
wrote their platforms.

The outcome was the so-called Workers Party, which is sup-
posed to have received some money from the Bolshevik Gov-
ernment in Russia. The Workers Party could not have received
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very much because the Workers Party was in clover only while
the “agent provocateurs,” of the Department of Justice, kept
up its organization. At the present time, it is as near nothing
as is A. Mitchell Palmer’s reputation for honesty.

At that time, however, for some reason or other, Charles E.
Hughes also got scared and seemed to believe that the Bol-
sheviki, unless stopped, would put the “red flag” on the White
House,

CALLES PROTESTED AGAINST COMMUNIST PROPAGANDA

But to come back to Mr. Kellogg's documents.

It is hard to see how he can make out a case of Bolshevism
against Mexico. All that Mr. Kellogg has to show iz Chich-
erin’s statement that he wished the American Workers Party
would make propaganda in Mexico against American imperialism.

But Calles, the President of Mexico, protested against the
communist pretense to use Mexico as a basis for any kind of
propaganda.

Moreover, our State Department must have known of the
protest because just two days after the Calles protest, the
Associated Press reported it from Mexico City.

KELLOGG'S MEXICAN DOCUMENTS ANNIHILATE KELLOCG'S THEORY

Mr, Kellogg's so-called evidence consists in resolutions by
Russians in Moscow or American communists in Chicago—
saying that they would like to combat American imperialism
in Mexico. Anybody who has any idea a% to how prolific are
the communists in resolutions—would not pay the slightest
attention to evidence of that kind. It is unmitigated trash.

But at the end of Mr. Kellogg’s statement given to the Senate
committee, what do we find? We find three Mexican docu-
ments. And these are the only three,

All of them are protests against any attempt to use Mexico as
a base for communist propaganda.

BEspecially strong is the protest of the Mexican Federation of
Labor to the Russian ambassador against his giving moral and
economic support to the communistic group—* enemies of the
Mexican Federation of Labor and of the Mexican Government.”

Are we to go to war about that?

POLICY I8 IMPERIALISTIC AND—STUPIDLY SO

The only case that Mr. Kellogg seems to make out is—that
the Bolsheviks are opposed to American imperialism.

Are we o go to war with Mexico because a few Bolsheviks
preach opposition in Latin America to our imperialism?

There can be no question that the present policy of the United
States in Central America is imperialistic, and stupidly so.

THE EFFORT TO ESTABLISH ORDERLY PROCEDURE BY TEREATY

Let us first consider our actions in Nicaragna.

The policy of the United States in dealing with revolutions
in Central America was defined in the \Washington treaty of
1924, which was signed by Costa Riea, Guatemala, Honduras,
Nicaragua, and Salvador.

The United States did not sign that treaty; President Cool-
idge himself points ouf, however, that the treaty was made in
Washington, under the auspices of our Secretary of State, and
that therefore the American Government has felt a moral obli-
gation to apply its prineciples in order to encourage the Central
American States in their effort to prevent revolution and
disorder.

The main principles of that Washington treaty is that no
recognition will be extended to anyone who achieves power by
virtue of “a revolution against a recognized government.” The
purpose evidently is to back the forms of constitutional gov-

‘ernment in Central America—in the hope that eventually orderly

procedure will become fixed.
DIAZ IS THE BENEFICIARY OF THE CHAMORRO REVOLUTION

Now, let us see how our State Department has lived up to
these prineciples.

In October, 1924, Salorzano and Sacasa were elected Presi-
dent and Vice President of Nicaragua. There was no question
of the legality of their election, and recognition was granted to
them. Ten months later the American marines were with-
drawn from Nicaragua, and within two months a revolution,
led by General Chamorro broke out, There was the situation
the treaty condemned.

What did our State Department do? It kept its hancs off.

It refused to intervene to save Solorzano and Sacasa; but
when they were overthrown they refused to recognize Cha-
morro because he had achieved power by a revolution against
a recognized government.

All this was perfectly correct so far.

DBut while the State Department adopted the theory of non-
intervening in the case of any help wanted by Solorzano and
Sacasa, it abandoned this theory when it came to dealing with
Diaz.

Now, who is Diaz?
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Diaz was one of the most active partisans of Chamorro, the
revolutionist, Diaz is now President only because Chamorro
overtlivew the legally elected Government. Diaz is the ulti-
mate beneficiary of the Chamorro revolution, and our marines
are now in Nicaragua upholding his authority.

The question is, How can the United States Government
justify mnonintervention to save Solorzano and Sacasa, who
were legally elected, and at the same time justify interven-
tion to protect Diaz, who is the direct beneficiary of the kind
of revolutionury movement our Government has solemuly an-
nounced it would not tolerate?

DIAZ REIGN UNCONSTITUTIONAL FROM EVERY POINT OF VIEW

The elaim of Diaz to the Presidency rests upon an alleged
election to that office by Congress.

There are two vital objections to this claim. First, the
body holding the alleged election was not the legal Congress
of Niearagua; second, that even the legal Congress would
have had no authority to make such an election.

The revolutionary forces under General Chamorro expelled
the Liberal members of Congress, who, together with the anti-
Chamorro Conservatives, constituted a majority of that body,
and fill:d up the vacancies with Conservatives without a
vestige of title to such position,

ALSO MILLIONS OF AMERICANS OI'POSBED TO THIS _IMPEBIALIS'.\I

But to get baci: to Mexico, which I think at present is the
crux of the matter.

I ask again, Are we to go to war with Mexico because Bol-
sheviks in Chicago and Moscow preach opposition in Latin
America to our imperialism? There are millions of Americans
opposed to the imperialistic policy of our State Department.
And I am one of these millions.

And this may be the proper time to say a few words about
fmperialism and colonies, which are closely interwoven with
imperialism.

COLONKIES IN ANCIENT TIMES

In olden times, when two nations went to war with each
other—and in those days, at the beginning of civilization, na-
tions usually meant eity nations—the victor nation would kill
mosgt of the vanquished and enslave what was left. The victors
usually took possession of the lands and distributed the acreage
among its victorious soldiers. That was the custom in the
Roman wars. And these soldiers who got the land which was
taken from the enemy were called * colonials.”

Commercial nations, however, like the Phoenecians, did not
as a rule start their colonies by conquest. They were satisfied
to acquire land for trading posts, and to do business by barter-
ing—Dbuying and selling—with the tribes in the surrounding
territory.

At the time of the downfall of the Roman Empire, Rome
had by its method of colonizing—and by the colonists marrying
and mixing with the natives—practically Romanized the then
known ancient world, as far as Britain to the north and
Nort" Africa to the south.

When the varions German tribes broke in and made an end
to the Roman Empire, this event also meant a certain type of
colonization. 'The victors usually took two-thirds of all the
land and gave it to the German tribesmen. One-third was
left to the natives, the Germans forming a sort of feudal nobil-
ity. This was generally the case in Italy, France, Spain, and
Great Britain. Thus new nations were formed—the Italian,
the French, the Spanish, and later the English.

After that no colonists were sent out of Europe for a thou-
sand years. )

TIIR EFFECT OF THE TUREE TAKING CONSTANTINOPLE AND ASIA MINOR

And then came the discovery of America.

Trade and manufacturing had expanded in Italy and Ger-
many, and also in the Flemish cities, on a large scale. Since
the Crusades considerable commerce, especially in spices and
silks, had developed with the Far East and particularly with
India. That commerce was entirely in the hands of Venetians
and Genoans and other Italians, who got their wares through
Constantinople and Asia Minor. This trade was interrupted
by the Turks breaking into Europe and taking possession of the
Near East and Constantinople,

European sailors were therefore looking for a way to India
that would not compel eastern commerce to pass through the
Tuarkish domain. Especially the Spanish in those days seemed
to be interested in that respeet, not only as traders but also as
devout Christians looking for converts, marching with the
sword in one hand and the cross in the other,

Spanish sailors discovered America,

COLONIES SINCE THE DISCOVERY OF AMERICA

The Spaniards were poor colonizers, however.
mainly after gold, silver, and slaves,

They were
As soon as they had
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conquered most of the New YWorld and made Christians of those
poor Indians, the Spaniards set {hem to work in the mines as
slaves, The Spaniards themselves were satisfied to rest on
their laurels, -

I will not go inte a detailed history of all this, only to say
thiat Spain very quickly lost all the advautages of having a
world empire. And they soan lost even the empire, affer having
had some unpleasant experiences with Holland and France, and
finally and definitely when England became the mistress of the
seas.

Both the Spaniards and the French were poor colonizers. The
Spanish mainly because they were brutal exploiters and mur-
derers and because they had not the faculty of developing the
lands in their possession,

France failed Decause the French very readily mix with the
native population and form a race of half-breeds, as, for in-
stance, in Canada or even in Indo-China.

Thus the English became the great colonizers of the West,
The German race did not figure in this, becanse most of the
religious wars were fought out on German territory during all

that time.
THE MBANING OF ' IMPERIALISM *

And now a few words about the meaning of imperialism.

The word * imperium” in Latin signified the world rule of
the Roman Republic,

For a little while during the sixteenth and seventeenth cen-
turies it seemed that Spain would rule the world. HEven little
Holland and Sweden held the * imperium ™ for a short period,
nevertheless only England could claim to be a world power
during the last 150 years, especially after the downfall of
Napoleon I.

But the term “imperialism"” as it has been used in an
economic sense the last 100 years is only very loosely connected
with imperialism in a political sense.

UXDER PROFIT SYSTEM PRODUCERE CAN NOT POSSIBLY BUY BACK WITH
THEIR WAGES ALL THAT THEY PRODUCE

The basis for economic Imperialism is ns follows: Under
the capitalist system, which is also called the profit system or
the wage system, no workman employed in a factory or a shop
for wages gets the full value of his product. The employer
must make a profit or the employer would have to go out of
business. The more profit the employer can make the more suc-
cessful he is as a business man.

Thus it comes about that the producers of a nation as a
whole under the present profit system can not possibly get
enough pay for their products to be able to buy back with
their wages what they have produced, and yet these producers
form the bulk of buyers of the nation. There is a surplus
of products in every civilized country where the wage system
prevails that must look for a market elsewhere. That is prac-
tically the case in western Europe and in the United States—and
of late also Japan, since Japan accepted our capitalist civi-
lization.

And remember this surplus produetion Is growing very rap-
idly with the improved machinery and as machinery improves.
It is getting increasingly harder to get a market anywhere, And
markets we must have, becanse under the present system we
are not producing for use, but for sale—producing only for those
who can buy.

In other words, while there can be no doubt that workmen
and farmers could use all the surplus—or at least most of it—
if they had the means with which to buy, our workmen and
our farmers can not do so.

THE STRUCGLE FOR WORLD MARKETS, HIGII TARI¥FS, AND CONTROL OF
BACKWARD NATIONS

That surplus production must look for markets elsewhere
then. But where?

Every civilized country, or at least every country that is
highly developed industrially, is in exactly the same fix.

The Fnglish capitalist class and the French capitalist clasg
and the German capitalist class and fthe Belgion capitulist
class, and so forth—all produce more with their improved ma-
chinery than any of them can sell in their own country. They
all look for foreign markets.

To a certain extent they could exchange their produnets, of
course. But there is the rub. Most of these countries put up
high tariffs. They want no foreign imports to come into their
own ecountry, because then they would produce still less and
their own people might be nunemployed.

Thus it comes about that except for certain produets of which
this or the other country may have a monopoly for some reason or
other—as, for instance, rubber, coffee, potassium, and so forth—
the surplus production must be thrown into the world market,
where all compete with each other. Every civilized country is
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continuously on the lookout for new markets; they look for

them in Asin, Africa, South America, and wherever there are

backward peoples who ean not produce these things themselves,
AROUT EXPORTS, MISSIONARIES, AND WARS

According to official figures the United States exported in
1926 products to the amount of $4,753,000,000. In 1925 Great
Britain exported about $3,865,000,000 worth of products, while
Germany exported that year about $1,500,000,000, France about
$2,162,000,000, and Belgium about one-third of that of France.

In order to stimulate the demand for their products they
sent out missionaries to make Christians out of African sav-
ages, in order to make them ashamed of going without trousers
or shoes or hats or other things of which civilized nations have
a surplus.

Not so long ago England even had two wars with China—one
in 1839-1842 and another in 1863—because the Chinese Govern-
ment refused to permit the smuggling of oplum from India into
the Chinese Empire. The English won the wars, and the drug
that was considered poison in England was poured into China
at the rate of 1 ton per hour for 12 hours every day for some G0
years, until the Chinese revolution in 1911 brought the traflic
to an end.

WHERE " OIL BLESSINGS FLOW ' RIVALRY MOST VIVID

This is only one aspect of economic imperialism. But the
other and probably more important side of economic imperial-
ism is the search for raw materinl—oil, metals, rubber,
lumber, and so forth.

These savage, barbarie, or backward peoples are in posses-
sion of very valuable Iands—excellent for agriculture or covered
with wonderful forests, or containing valuable minerals, and,
above all, containing oil—oil which has become one of the
greatest assets of the present day, Capitalist nations will stop
at nothing to get a hold of such lands,

THE DOUBLE ROOT OF IMPERIALISM UNDER THE CAPITALIST SYSTEM

And there is also this: In every civilized country the
capitalist class is looking for fields to profitably invest the sur-
plus capital of which 1 have spoken before. Because capital
which is not profitably invested very soon ceases to be capital.

Thus these capitalists—especially English, French, German,
and American capitalists—who have been looking around with
vigilant eyes for chances to invest their capital watch these un-
developed areas and are eager ‘o make use of them. That is
usually done first by *“ concessions.” They get the right or the
privilege to build railroads, operate mines or oil wells, to start
big ranges, to plant fruit trees, banana trees, sugar cane or
pineapple plantations, according to the nature of the country.

So we have a double source of imperialism, One is the con-
tinued profitable disposal of the huge output of surplus com-
modities of all industrially developed nations. And the other
is the necessity of commanding the sources of supply of the
raw materials for these indusiries and also to invest money
profitably in undertakings.

BRITISH IMPERIALISM HABS CHANGED ITS ATTITUDE

Now, as long as Great Dritain had a natural monopoly of the
raw materials and of the markets of the world, British manu-
facturers and merchants were rather indifferent as to the
growth of the British Empire. There were even some British
economists and politicians who regarded most of these colonies
as rather useless incumbrances, involving an expense on the
British taxpayer.

But with the increasing competition and with the entry of
the manufacturers and merchants of the United States and of
Germany, and even of Japan, into the world market, this point
of view changed.

PACIFIST IN 1847—WARLIKE IN 1897

Thus, for instance, John Bright, a cotton manufacturer in
Manchester in the middle of the nineteenth century—a period
when British cotton goods had the undisputed control of the
markets both in England and abroad—was a pacifist, John
Bright was also a convineced free trader, an antimilitarist, and
a radical leader.

But Joseph Chamberlain, of Birmingham, his successor in the
leadership of the radieals, although he had just established a
monopoly of screws in Great Britain, 50 years later was just as
convinced that pacifism was a fallacy, and he was even willing
to .consider a high tariff. Ile said:

The empire 18 commerce. It was created by commerce, it is founded
upon commerce, and it could not exist a day without commerce. For
these reasons, among others, I would never lose the hold which we
now have over our great Indian dependency—by far the greatest and
most valuable of all the customers we have or shall ever hayc for
England. For the same reasons I approve of the continued ocecupation
of Egypt; and for the same reasons I have urged upon the Drltish
Government the necessity of using every legitimate opportunity to ex-
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tend our influence in that great African continent which is now being
opened up to elvilization and commerce ; and lastly, it is for the same
reasons that I hold that our navy should be strengthened untll its
supremacy Is 80 assured that we can not be shaken In any of the
possessions which we hold or may ever hold hereafter,

That speech was made in 1897.
FINALLY OPEN THREAT AGAINST GERMANY IN 1008

This powerful but erude imperialism of the leading British
statesman of that time was reinforced by the more polished
utterances of Lord Milner, for instance—who, together with
Cecil Rhodes, was largely responsible for the Boer War. Lord
‘i\lllilnor said in an address to the Manchester Conservative Club

1906 :

You ean not have prosperity without power. We Britons of all
people depend for our very life not on the products of these islands
alone but on world enterprise and commerce. This country must
remain a great power or she will become a poor country. * * @
But greatness is relative; physical limitations alone forbid that these
islands by themselves should retain the same relative Importance among
the vast emplires of the modern world which they held in the days of
the smaller states—which Eugland held before the growth of Russia
and of the United Etates—which England held before united Germany
made those giant strides in prosperity and commerce, which have been
the direct result of the development of military and naval strength.

And, as a matter of faet, we all know that when in the first
six months of 1914 German world trade became as large as the
British the World War did not delay.

THE FLAG MUST ALSO PROTECT THE MONEY LENDER

I have spoken of economic imperialism mainly as to its sell-
ing and producing aspects, but there is also this to be con-
sidered ;

When capital has accumulated in large fortunes, when the
rate of interest is beginning to fall at home, then our capitalists
discover that there are many uncivilized races, or even races
who have a very ancient civilization, that are weak and can
not defend tlhemselves—all of whom can be more eagily ex-
ploited than the fellow ecitizens at home, Then the export of
capital to such countries becomes much more attractive to the
profit-making capitalists than its use for the extension of
manufacturing facilities at home.

Now, if the adage is true that trade follows the flag, then the
flag must also follow the money lender and protect him.

BARBARIAN MUST BE TAUGIHT HONESTY—WITH THE IELP OF GUNS

There is also this: These backward peoples have a moral
code of their own. And they do not enter willingly into lasting
business relations with civilized men.

Our business men will tell you that it is therefore necessary
for the purposes of trade and culture that these backward
nations, or anecient nations, be compelled to live up to such
rules of conduet as will make trade possible and lucrative for
civilized white men who had invested their moncy.

To this end ships, marines, and an army aud navy are
indispensable.

A warlike front becomes necessary all the time. And arma-
ments and warlike demonstrations have become a part of the
regular apparatus of business, so far as business is concerned
with the world market.

BOME DATA AS TO OUR FOREIGN INVESTMENTS

Now, as to American foreign investments,

We are told by Stuart Chase in the New York Times of
June 27, 1926, that—

Not far short of 25,000,000,000 American dollars are to-day reposing
in lands outside the territorial boundaries of the United States.

In 1900 we had only $500,000,000 Invested abroad, the bulk of it in
Mexico, Canada, and Cuba. In the same year foreign investors had the
equivalent of some six or seven billion dollars in American enterprises,

During the next decade our own investments abroad inereas®d
gharply. In 1909 they aggregated two billions, In 1913 two and one-
half billions, half of it in Latin Americ: and a quarter in Canada.

Then came the war. From a debtor Natlon we turned suddenly into
a creditor Nation, with a prodigious balance on our side of the ledger.

Figures prepared by the finance and investment division of
the United States Department of Commerce bring up the grand
total for loans of private citizens to foreign governments and
investments in foreign undertakings to $9,522,000,000.

# AMERICA FOR TITE AMERICANS '"—I. B, FOR THE AMERICAN CAPITALISTS

In this the Western Hemisphere leads, with investments of
71 per cent of the grand total, Canada holding 27 per cent and
Latin America claiming 44 per cent, or more than twice the
total for Europe, and five and one-half times the aggregate for
Asia and Oceania.
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We Americans believe evidently in our own half of the map,
for we have put 71 per cent of every $100 invested in America
outside of the United States.

And this must continue,

“oun'" INVESTMENTS IN MEXICO—MAXY INTERESTS BESIDES OIL

In view of these figures, it is also of great interest to know
how much American money we have invested in Mexico and by
whom it is invested.

Ameriean property in Mexico is estimated to be worth ap-
proximately a billion and one-half dollars. :

0Oil lands, refineries, and appurtenances constitute the bulk
of the property. They are worth about $500,000,000.

Mining and smelting account for another $300,000,000; plan-
tations and timber, $200,000,000; railway holdings, $160,000,-
000; manufacturing enterprises, $60,000,000; merchandise
stores, $50,000,000; street railways, power companies, tele-
phones, and whatnot, $10,000,000; and * concealed interests "—
partnerships in concerns which have Mexican or other foreign
names, and so forth—another $250,000,000.

The “big five” American companies in the oil business are
dominated by Standard Oil, This controls the “ Continental,”
also the Huasteca Co., formerly owned by E. L. Doheny.

Another of the “ big five " is the Freeport-Mexican, controlled
by Harry F. Sinclair; Mexican Gulf, owned by the Mellon
family of Pittsburgh, and the Texas Co. (Ltd.) are the fourth
and fifth.

The Guggenheims, owning the American Smelting & Refin-
ing Co.; the Phelps-Dodge Co., of Arizona, controlling the
important copper mines; the American Metals Co., operating
around Monterey and headed by Morrow, partner of J, Plier-
pont Morgan; and the Green Cananea Consolidated Copper Co.,
controlled by the copper king, John D. Ryan, and John D,
Rockefeller, jr., are among the most important mining conces-
sionaires.

The Ryan-Rockefeller outfit owns the famous Anaconda, of
Butte, the greatest copper concern in the world.

Among the big American landowners in Mexico are Harry
Chandler, publisher of the Los Angeles Times; Willilam Ran-
dolphh Hearst, of the Hearst newspapers; John Hays Ham-
mond, prominent engineer; J. O. Jenkins, United States con-
sular agent who was kidnapped by Mexican bandits a couple
of years ago; and George Carnahan and Charles Sabin, New
York bankers, and others.

By scanning these names—and this list is by no means com-
plete—one can readily see why all this agitation about Mexico
and where it originates at the present time.

IT I8 A PITY THAT THE STREUGGLRE WITH ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH CAME
JUST NOW

It is unfortunate, of course, that just at present the Mexican
Government is in a bitter struggle with the Roman Catholic
Church, trying to separate church and state in Mexico, as
church and state has been separated in every civilized country.
This makes the position of the Mexican Government much
more precarious and adds the voices of the Catholic Church
dignitaries, of the Knights of Columbus, and of the Catholic
papers to those that are clamoring for our interference in
Mexican affairs.

WHAT IS LIKELY TO HAPPEN IF TIIE CAPITALIST PROGRAM CAN BE WORKED
OUT IN REGARD TO MEXICO

To sum up the situation as it appears to-day—

First, The United States is mot much interested in Niea-
ragua, per se. Those canal rights—the canal is still only a
paper canal—no one will take from us, for the simple reason
that no one is strong enough. Moreover, Mexico had better
justifieation for recognizing Sacasa than we have for recogniz-
ing Diaz. Nicaragua is not the issue, anyway; Mexico is the
issue.

Second. Our Government is using Niearagua to force a show-
dggvn with Mexico. Basic irritations are over Mexican policies
toward American interests—oil and land primarily. The
Ronman Catholic Church is only secondary. Nicaragua, how-
ever, provides the * external issue.”

Third. Communistic plottings in Mexico and Latin America
are of no aceount, although the irritation to our Government
is increased by similar reports from * secret agents" in the
Philippines, China, and other countries, And Kellogg evidently
likes to believe these ghost stories.

Fourth. We seem headed toward precipitating a revolution
in Mexico to overthrow the Calles government and to substi-
tute a reactionary government which would assure the property
rights of American capitalists in Mexico.

Fifth. Such a revolutionary movement is already definitely
organized. It is generally directed by its leaders from the
United States—Washington, Los Angeles, and El Paso. Amer-
ican capitalists owning industries and land in Mexico are its
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principal supporters. Their candidate for the presidency Is
De la Huerta, now in the United States. Iis program is to
suspend by military decrces the 1917 constitution, which is
objectionable to the *interests,” to substitute temporarily the
1857 constitution, and subsequently to call a new constitu-
t}o?ztt; convention that will serve American vested property
rights.

Sixth. Lifting of arms embargo would precipitate that kind
of a revolution. Mexican revolutionists already have some
arms and munitions, most of which were smuggled from the
gni]t;od States. Sacasa also got his arms in this way from New

ork.

Seventh. Regular war between the United States and Mexico
is improbable, Naval and military forces would be used “to
protect American interests” against * revolutionary chaos,”
and to help Huerta after he is recognized by the United States.

Whether this program can be carried out in its entirety I
very much doubt, even though this is a eapitalist world and the
United States is the foremost capitalist country in the world.
LOGIC OF IMPERIALISM—THE WORLD TO THOSE WHO CAN MAKE THE BEST

USE OF IT

And now we ought to consider in a few words the question
of imperialism from a purely historical point of view.

There are those who point out that all colonization in Amer-
ica, especially also in the United States and Canada, was
imperialistic to a large extent, since the land had been taken
away from Indians who had possessed it.

Others point to the fact that, after all, the earth belongs to
humanity as a whole, and especially to those who can make the
best use of if.

And that, therefore, It Is foolish and silly to let some wild
tribes, or a more or less barbarie or backward nation, occupy
hundreds of thousands of square miles of land which they can
not and would not put to good use, and keep the land more or
less vacant, while there are 300 to 400 inhabitants to a square
mile in England or Germany or Belgium. :

120,000,000 TAKING THE PLACE OF HANDFUL OF INDIANS—AND CONSIDER
ALSQ TIHE RESULT OF FORMER IMPERIALISTIC WAR WITII MEXICO

These historians say that there are to-day 120,000,000 people
living in a high state of ecivilization in the United States, while
there were never more than 500,000 Indians at any time living
as hunters on the same territory.

We are also told that while the war against Mexico, waged
against President Santa Ana in 1846, was undoubtedly one of
the least justifiable our country has ever waged—unless it was
our entry into the World War—still the result of the Mexican
War made it possible to carve ont six States, among them
California, part of Oregon, Colorado, Oklahoma, and so forth.
There are more people and they enjoy a much higher civilization
in every respect than would the inhabitants had they remained
with Mexico.

BUT COLORED RACES ARE WAKING UP

These are philosophical problems which I can not solve.
They involve the question as to whether human beings are
happier under a complex civilization, with its many wants and
duties, or happier leading the simple life of a backward nation.

And there is also this to be said:

The uncivilized or less civilized parts of the globe are
mostly in the hands of the colored races. And these races are
beginning to wake up. The World War has taught them a few
things. Especially, also, that a bullet fired out of a modern
rifle by a colored man is as deadly as when fired by a white
man.

They have also learned how to use the power of the boycott
and are using it effectively in India and China against the
Tinglish—and the Spanish-speaking peoples will use this weapon
against America.

FASCISM AS DEFENSE OF CAPITALISM WILL NOT WOLEK FOR ANY LENGTH
OF TIME

Moreover, there is social disaster threatening in every civilized
country.

Italy, which is itself a sort of industrially backward country,
has temporarily staved it off by organizing the Fascisti to sub-
jugate the proletariat by open violence. In our country the
danger is more remote on account of colonial conditions still
prevailing. But even here we find private armies everywhere
organized as defective agencies who serve under various pre-
texts, mainly as deputy sheriffs.

WE. WANT NO "IOL_EN‘I‘ COXNVYULSIONS IN CIVILIZATION

But remember, gentlemen, if you believe in property as a
creed, so is communism a religion for those who believe in if.
You can not kill ideas with a club. And you ean not keep up
the present system the moment the great mass is persuaded that
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it has ountlived its usefulness and that it is the enemy of the
happiness of mankind.

The Communist Party is absolutely insignificant. And the
communist theories may be ever =o wrong; but if you keep on
persecuting the communists sufficiently, you will make heroes
and martyrs of them.

And when the battle will be on in earnest, it will be a struggle
like the religious wars, but it will be waged with a ferocity, a
gelf-sacrifice, and a persistence that will make the religious
wars of the seventeenth century seem like little riots by
comparison.

1 do not want any violent convulsions. I want to see a
socialist commonwealth grow out of the present economie and
political conditions by natural evolution.

TIE PROFIT IDHA I8 NOT AN ENNOBLING IDEA

But there can be no doubt that after a whole century of
trying out the dictatorship of the capitalists for the purpose of
private gain it has failed to commend itself to the judgment of
the democracies throughout the world. Whatever one may thinlk
of the motive of profit-making being indispensable for busi-
ness, no one will dare say that it is a high motive or a noble
aspiration.

Everybody will agree that it does not lead to the production
of art or beauty, that it is inimical to friendship, and that
profit-making is not the parent of love.

Even the keenest profit maker instinetively resists the introdue-
tion of the profit motive into his own family relations. There
he wants the opposite principle to prevail.

IF NORTH AMERICA IS TO BECOME A UNIT—LET'S TRY * PEACEFUL

PENETRATION "

And to come back to the Mexican situation. Suppese it is
written in the stars that there shall be only one economiec and
political unit on this continent from the North Pole to the
Panama Canal, is there only one way to accomplish this? Can
this be done only by using brutal and ruthless force against
weak and defenseless neighbors? Is there no such thing as
peaceful penetration?

IF OUR CULTURE IS HIGHER—LET'S PROVE IT

Does the highest culture of the white race consist in making
dollars and investing them with the largest possible profits?
Is this our destiny?

If our culture is higher than that of our neighbors, let us
prove that in a cultural way.

I am against the policies of our State Department and shall
use all eivilized and humane means to oppose them.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia.

Mr, UPSHAW. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, “If I Were
King” is a story as unique in concept as it is inspiring in
presentation. It starts a train of beautiful imaginings in the
mental make-up of every thoughtful, romantic spirit, * What
would I do if I were king?"

“If I were President” starts a somewhat similar train of
thinking with every American of subjective and objective genius.
What a shaking up and waking up and breaking up of certain
objectionable persons and measures and things—things that are
shakable and breakable—if some of us were DPresident only
for a day.

But right now I think I would rather be a United States
Senator for a day than anything else I know—especially that
black day of national insult when that august body will be
asked to ratify a thousand years of national barbarism by
signing the so-called Lausanne treaty—that international com-
puclf wisely declared this week by Rabbi Stephen A. Wise
to be—

the most shameful surrender of decency and humanity ever proposed
to the American people through the United States Senate,

A brilliant newspaper man further said:

Among the astounding things demanded of America ls the shocking
proposal that we shall ratify a treaty with Turkey and grasp in amity
the blood-reeking hand of Kemal Pasha.

This demand, I remind you, comes from sordid trade and is
but another exemplification of * dollar diplomacy ” which leaves
entirely out of the reckoning all humane considerations. It
appears to be ready to condone wholesale murder, rapine, pil-
lage, and every other kind of nameless and shameless infamy.

This treaty is the consummation of the subtle diplomacy
of a dictator as ernel as Tamerlane, as vicious as Ivan the
Terrible, and as infamous as Genghis Khan on his pyramid
of human skulls. This monster exacted from a war-weary
world a diplomatic agreement which reflects dishonor upon
every civilized nation that was a party to it. Hverywhere it
wis heralded as “a Turkish victory.” And after inducing the
parliaments of the Old World to accept it, big business, cold
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commerecialism, and even some representatives of so-called re-
ligion unite in trying to induce America to part from her lofty
ideals by making Turkey an international guest at the table of
all civilized nations.

For hundreds of years it has been the dream and purpose of
Christendom to drive back the barbarian hordes of Turkey
and prevent that country's cruel persecutions of subject Chris-
tian peoples. Christian leaders of all nations have promised
deliverance, especially to Armenia and to the Greeks who live
under the authority of this mionster nation, and to other white
God-fearing people who have for a thousand years suffered
indescribable horrors through the remorseless use of fire and
sword and every other means of barbarous persecution.

TRADING WITH THE " UNSPEAKABLE TURK "

Now, those who want to trade with this “unspeakable
Turk” would have us forgive and forget even though he has
shown no repentance, has promised no reforms, has given no
guarantee for better treatment of Christians, and has shown
himself to belicve just as much in massacre and outrage as
any Sultan that ever sat upon the throne of the Moslem Hm-
pire. It is with this man of blood and horror that big business
would have us unite our interests. It is to this man of unre-
pentant infamy that some alleged Christinn leaders and
emasculated educators would have America reach out the hand
of international fellowship.

We broke with Mexico some years ago because of an offense
by that nation against our interests and against what we de-
clared to be the good faith of a nation favored with our recog-
nition. But the offense of Mexico, when compared with the
atrocities of Kemal Pasha, was trivial indeed. Nevertheless,
big business and moral cowardice demand that we make a
treaty with this murderous tyrant, ILet no man speak of a
“New Turkey.” The same barbarous, bloody ideals rule the
so-called “ Turkish Ilepublie” that blackened the sickening an-
nals of the Ottoman Empire. We should never have entered
into diplomatic or consular relations sith such a national
monstrosity.

Under the barbarie reign of Kemal Pasha millions of Greeks
and Armenians have been ruthlessly slaughtered. He looked
calmly on while thousands of delicate Christian girls were out-
raged. He applied the torch on the least provocation or merely
to gratify an nnholy lust for plunder and destruction.

And now packers who want to sell their goods in Turkey,
oil interests who want to get the Turkish commodity, and
a few alleged preachers of the Gospel who have forgotten the
glory of martyrdom and hence make friends with a fiend,
want us to condone all these offenses and receive Kemal
Pasha into the brotherhood of nations. Lest I may be ac-
cused of an intemperate and unjustifinble use of language
in characterizing this dictator and the Government of which
he is the head, arms, and legs, I offer the testimony of Bishop
Manning, that scholarly head of the Episcopal Church of New
York. Here is what he says:

BISHOP MANNING'S OPPOSITION

We oppese the Lausanne treaty because ratification of it In its
present form would be a dishonor to America, It disregards obliga-
tions which rest upon our Government: it ignores the claims of those
who have a right to look to us for friendship and support; it counte-
nances and condones the Inhuman deeds and policies of the present
Turkish Government, It has not been the habit of our country to
glve countenance and support to the persecutor uand oppressor.

Could there be a stronger indictment than this? As the
bishop says, when we ratify this treaty we condone the fear-
ful atrocities of the present Turkish Government. We ratify
the murder of more than 2,000,000 helpless white Christian
peoples, and we place our stamp of official approval upon many
thousands of outrages upon maidenly virtue. It is this shock-
ing and” wholly indefensible thing that America is asked to
do; and, strangely enough, the greatest parlinment in the
world is asked by some so-called Christian missionaries to con-
done acts of outrage and violence against virtuous wives and
pure maidens simply because they were white women and
Christians. In another place Bishop Manning says:

But we must remember that these missionaries are placed in an
exceedingly difficult situation. Their schools have been completely
Turkified. They are not allowed to teach or even mention in them
the rellgion of Jesus Christ. They have been compelled to abandon the
primary purpose of theilr mission, and have become practically em-
ployees of the Turkish Government.

Of course, such missionaries and teachers, who can not sub-
gist without the approval of Kemal Pasha, have been misled into
signing any document approving the treaty. They are com-
pelled to do so. Their jobs, their very lives, are in peril. They
are no longer conducting American or Christian institutions;
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they have been absorbed into the Turkish system, and must
obey Kemal Pasha. Naturally, they cling on to their school
property and to homes where they have labored long, but they
would a thousand times better go to some land where they
can preach and teach the Christianity they profess. There are
gome shining illustrations of Christian heroism, as heroic as any
that ever lighted up the ages with the martyr fires of the saints.

The thrilling story of the Bishop of Smyrna has few equals
for martyrdom in all history. He was urged to go to a safe
place when one of the most terrible massacres that has black-
ened the history of Turkey was in progress. He was urged
not to return to the seat of carnage and outrage, but his loyal,
heroie answer was, *“ Where my flock is there I must be.”

This great and good man was dragged out into the maelstrom
of blood and death, his limbs were torn from his body, his eyes
were gouged out, and he was left on the field a shapeless mass
of flesh and blood. And now the oil interests, the tobaceo in-
ferests, and other callous commercial interests are asking
America to condone acts of brutality of which this was the
climax of infamy.

WOULD WIFE OUT THE BLOODY SLATE

It is a well-known principle of international law that a treaty
of mutual recognition wipes the slate clear of all past offenses,
So that if we ratify this treaty we can not call upon the Turk
to offer any kind of reparation for the injuries which he has
inflicted upon helpless humanity. Surely we can rise above
the dictates of sordid greed or miserable fear and reject with
scorn the overtures made by a nation stained for centuries
with the blood of millions of Christians, murdered by former
Sultans or by the authority or connivance of this new and
unreformed dispenser of lustful barbarism, fire, and sword.

CHRISTIAN GIRLS STILL HELD IN HAREMS

While some of the advocates of this shocking treaty have the
effrontery to say that no Christian girls are now in Turkish
harems, Bishop Manning says he has direct information from
bishops of the Church of England that 200 Christian women
had been reseuned from Tuorkish harems during the past year,
while many are yet imprisoned. They were in reality bought
out of these abominable places of vice. They had been forcibly
taken into them. And in spite of all this, big business unites
with some “ Turkefied ™ Americans in urging the ratification of a
treaty which would give Kemal Pasha a place of honor beside
the eivilized nations of the earth. But whether there be thou-
sands or even hundreds of Christian girls yet enslaved in
Turkish barems, no truly civilized American can knowingly
vote to ratify such barbarism.

What is the use—

Asks Henry Morganthan, one of the ablest men in the dip-
lomatic service of the United States and for some years
ambassador to Turkey—
of making any treaty with a government which has no respect for the
ganctity of International agreements?

Then Mr, Morganthau proceeds to tell of the Smyrna mas-
sacre and outrage. In his own words:

SMYRNA MASSACRE DESCRIBED

On September 9, 1922, Kemal's troops took possession of the eity.
On the 13th they set the Christian quarters on fire and looted and
murdered mercilessly, ravished and enslaved maidens and matrons
indiseriminately. Nearly 300,000 terror-siricken and helpless men and
women and children fleeing from murder and raging walls of flame
huddled promiscuously along the quays, sandwiclied in between the
flames and the sea, while Kemal’s troops by day and by mnight tore
girls of tender age from thelr parents and carried them into slavery
and shame. I think the United States Senate even before considering
any treaty with Turkey shonld summon a few of the eye witnesses of
the horrible tragedy of Smyrna,

Among the eye witnesses to this terrible erime Mr. Morgan-
thau mentions Dr. George Horton, who was then our consul
general ; Wilfred M. Post, until recently director of the Amerl-
can hospital at Constantinople; C. Claflin Davis, chairman of
tIl](.‘ disaster committee of the Red Cross, and a number of
others.

Bishop James Cannon, jr., of the Methodist Church, South,
who has spent much time on the ground, writes as an eye
witness.

BISIIOP CANNON IIAS BEEN THERE

In his book entitled “What I Saw in Turkey in 1926”
Bishop Cannon says: -

The spirit that was displayed at Smyrna, Lausanne, and Mosul is
pow in absolute control at Angora: it is brutal, intolerant, and chau-
vanistic, Masquerading as a ‘ repuoblie,” the Government of Turkey
is in reality an irresponsible military dictatorship, Fear, suspicton,
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and despalr brood upon the faces of the people. Nothing is certain nor
secure—neither person, property, nor laws. Freedom is the monopoly
of the dictator.

The Turkey of Kemal is as bankrupt morally ag was that of the
Sultan; physically, it is but the shadow of the latter. The power of
the Sultan rested upon the loyalty and fanaticism of the Moslems and
upon the administrative talents and economic productivity of the
Christians; Kemal has alienated the former and eliminated the latter.
His reign of terror depends upon control of the army, which ean be
counted on only so long as it is pald, and consumes nearly all the
revenues of the Government. Capricious and oppressive taxes are the
order of the day. The country is bled white and is in a state of deso-
lation and disintegration. * * *  (From an article in this book
entitled “ What I saw in Turkey in 1926, by Bishop James Cannon,
ir)

And listen to these ringing nonpartisan declarations:

WOODROW WILHON (DECEMBER 13, 1823)

® * * I had already seen flie paper [collective memorandum
against the treaty, signed by 100 citizens] abount the Lausaune treaty
which you were so kind as to send me In your letter of December 11,
and wias very glad, indeed, that you and those assoclated with you had
undertaken to show the Benate the inlquity of that treaty. It i, indeed,
inigulitous, and I sinccrely hope that your protest will be effectual.

PRESIDENT-ELECT ITARDING (DECEMBER 27, 1920)

1 am in favor of the United States addressing identle notes to the
Allies and Turkey Insisting upon the execution of the Wilson award to
Armenia, and have requested Senator Lodge to so advise the State
Department,

PRESIDENT HARDING (NOVEMBER 10, 1922)

* * * TEverything which may be done will be done in seeking to

protect the Armenian people and preserve to them the rights which the
Sevres treaty undertook [Wilson award] to bestow.

SENATOR RALSTON (FEERUARY 27, 1925)

In common with the vast majority of Americans, I have been shocked
beyond expression by the atrocities committed on the Armenians, ns
well as by the wrongs done to our mlsslons, schools, and hospitals in
Turkey, in flagrant viclation of the treaty obligations. .

I agree with DPresident Wilson and President Harding that the
Armeniansg are entitled to independence, and I certalnly can not regard
the oil concessions received by American interests as any compensation
for the principles and rights sacrified by our diplomacy in this pro-
posed (Lausanne) treaty.

And that stalwart student of world problems, Samuel Gom-—
pers, great Hebrew-American friend of humanity, says:

AMERICA AND ARMENIA
By Samuel Gompers

1 am in thorough accord with the thought that the United States
should do its utmost to bring about fulfillment of that portion of the
Sevres treaty relating to Armenia.

Unquestionably the United States owes a moral duty to the Armenian
people, who fought for and with the Allies, who suffered untold agonies
in that struggle, and who were promised a national existence and the
protection of civilization,

If there were no other obligation or issue than that arising out of
the World War our moéral duty would be clear and binding, but there jis
muech more to the matter,

Suecess for the Turk at this time may, and quite likely will, mean
much more than the destruction of Armenia. In the fate of Armenia
at present, it scems to me, is Involved the whole guestion of oriental
pressure agalnst the oceldental world.

We may draw our national skirts about us and say that it iz none
of our business and that we ecan get along without meddling in the
affairs of Europe and Asia, and if we are so minded we can get along
for the present. That {8, we can get along in a material way. Every
moral delinguency, however, leaves its mark; and, in addition, we can
not permit a wrong of this kind to bappen anywhere without ultimately
having its effects vislted upon us.

We have a duty to Armenla. We also have a duty to clvilization. If
Armenia is left to the merey of the Turk—and there isn't much remain-
ing to be left to anybody's mercy—America will have, as Ambassador
Gerard says, morally stultified herself.

Likewise America will have blinked at a weakening of the bulwarks
of civilization. Why Is it that Bolghevlist Russia is belping the Turks?
Tor the reason that the present policy of the Turks is laid so as to play
the Bolshevik game of wenkening the civilized and democratic peoples
of Europe.

80, whether our Government fulfills America's moral obligation or
not at this momeént, ultimately we shall feel the effects of the outcome
of the present crisis in the Near East.
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In an editorial in the Washington Post, callous with com-
mercialism and cruel in its judgments, the claim iz made that
“Young Turkey” is worthily trying to work out its own in-
ternal problems, and therefore deserves a place at the table
of international fellowship. Turkey is doing no such thing,
The barbarism of the Armenian and Greek massacres under
the very eye of Kemal Pasha belies every frowning pussy-footing
effort to defend this Turkish brute. That same editorial says
that Bishop Mauning has been the vietim of certain Armenian
propagandists !

In God’s name, why not? Armenia was, one time, a populous
and prosperous nation, rich in literature and the achievements
of science and invention. To-day, through the torch, the
sword, and the brutalizing harem of the barbarous Turkey,
Armenia Is almost breathing its last national breath. This
brave little Christian nation furnished 200,000 soldiers on the
side of the Allies, and we promised her independence and se-
eurity. We have gone back on our sacred promise. Harold
Spencer, writing to Lord Curzon on this matter, quoted Crom-
well on the massacre of the Vaudois: “To be indifferent to such
things is a great sin, and a deeper sin’still is to be blind to
them from policy and ambition.” =

If a brute were to outrage your sister, would you for the
sake of trade and future amicable relations invite that un-
speakable brute to dine with you?

This treaty would never be considered except for commereial
considerations. And verily, what shall it profit America if she
gain the whole world and lose her own soul? [Applause.]

Mr, HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. LoziER].

Mr, LOZIER. Mr. Chairman, the President rashly rushed
to the defense of the American oil interests in Mexico and
mineral and land interests in Nicaragua. For a number of
vears American ugriculture has been facing disaster, a shrink-
age of $20,000,000,000 in the agricultural weulth of our Nation,
but the President has never rushed to the defense and protec-
tion of the American farmers. He proposes to use the Army
and Navy of the United States and moneys taken from the
American people by taxation to defray the expense of our
adventures in Nicaragua and ultimately in Mexico. He pro-
poses to draft the wealth and man power of this Nation to
defend the concessions of American financial buccancers who
are cxploiting the people of Nicaragua and their national re-
sources.

Mr. STEPHENSON,

Mr. LOZIER. Yes.

Mr. STEPHENSON.
poses to draft wealth? .

Mr. LOZIER. Incidentally, and only so far as it may be
necessary to carry on the war of aggression.

Ilis slogan seems to be “Millions to protect the property of
big business in Nicaragua and Mexico, but not any funds from
the United States Treasury to stabilize the prices of agricul-
tural commodities or to defend the agricultural classes from
being broken on the rocks of economie disaster.”

The efforts of Secretary Kellogg to link the Government of
Mexico with the Bolshevik régime in Rusgia is both amusing
and ridiculous.

It is a libel on a friendly nation that for more than a
century has been passing throngh the no man's land that lies
between despotism aml free, stable government.

1f the charge made by Secretary Kellogg against Mexico
had been made against a first-class power, it would have re-
sulted in a breach of diplomatic relations and the precipita-
tion of hostilities. The United States would not have had the
temerity to make such a baseless accusation against any nation
that had the military strength to resent such an unprovoked
insult,

The President and Secretary Kellogg are holding up the
Bolshevik bogey and the socialist bugbear, when every well-
informed student of affairs well knows that Bolshevism has
been unable to get a foothold in Mexico; and, moreover, the
existing Mexican Government has unequivocally rejected and
condemned Bolshevism as antagonistic to freedom and stable
government, Bolshevism has not found lodgment and will never
be able to secure a foothold in the Western Hemisphere,

The United States is in no danger from socialism or Bol-
shevism., In America the laboring, commercial, industrial,
agricultural, and professional groups are all united in their
opposition to Bolshevism and to sociulistic propaganda,

It is ridienlous—yes, pathetie, for anyone to seriously con-
tend that our institutions are being menaced by socialism or
Bolshevism.

But there are some things that are tolerated and encouraged
in the United States which will ultimately tend to breed social-

Will the gentleman yield?

Does the gentleman say that he pro-
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ism, DBolshevism, and unrest among the American people
among which T mention:

Unrestrained monopolies that plunder the people and which
are created and sheltered by class legislation and special privi-
lege; corruption in our Federal and State Governments; sacri-
fice of our national oil reserves: Hlk Hill and Teapot Dome
seandals; Daugherty, Miller, and their alien property cocon-
spirators, unwhipped of justice; Fall and Doleny, notwith-
standing their confessed guilt, acquitted and turned lovse to
continue their exploitation and plunder of the American people
and _tueir national resources [applause]; corruption in presi-
dential and senatorial elections; bidding millions for presi-
dential and senatorial nominations, a system similar to that
followed !u_ the decadent period of the Roman Empire, when
the prictorian guard auctioned off the royal purple and sold
the vm}lt{‘d position of Emperor to the highest bidder; the
economie injustice and diserimination to which the agricultural
clasges are being subjected in order to enrich the industrial
and commercial classes beyond the -dreams of avarice; ever
increasing social injustice to which the masses are subjected
in order to satisfy the greedy appetite of the privileged classes
for unearned wealth; these things, gentlemen, are o mwenace to
social order and national tranquility; these abuses will in-
evitably breed socialism and Bolshevismm among the American
])fH)ple;_tht.:Se economic wrongs, these and other social injus-
tices will incubate and stimulate a spirit of unrest and dis-
content that will presage ill for the future of this Nation;
these things, and these things alone, threaten our future.

And yet the President seems oblivious to these vexaitious
abuses and untoward internal conditions which, if not corrected,
will inevitably breed socialism and Bolshevism.

The real danger to our institutions is not from without, but
from within. The propaganda of the Russian Bolshevist prole-
tariat does not menace our free institutions or threaten our
social order nearly so much as the aubuses and economic wrongs
thut I have enumerated. [Applause.]

While it is inconceivable that Latin America will ever sue-
cumb to the blighting influences of Bolshevism, still, if every
Republie between the Rio Grande River and Patagonia should
become the seat of Bolshevistie power, our free institutions and
our stable government would not be menaced. But every well-
informed student of world affairs knows that socialism and
Bolsheyvism will never be accepted or tolerated by the nations
of North America, Central America, or South America, and by
conjuring up this Bolshevistic bugbear, the President and Sec-
retary Kellogg are using the cuttlefish plan of muddying the
wiaters in order to cover up their hnperialistiec policy and pro-
gram of conquest. The American people are expressing their
hostility to the military program of the President, and if the
President is wise he will respond to the overwhelming senti-
ment of the masses and reverse his policy of aggression towiard
the Latin-American Republics. [Applanse.]

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

The committee rose; and Mr. Merrrrr having taken the chair
as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, from the Presi-
dent was communicated to the House by one of his secre-
taries, who also announced that the President had approved
and signed House bills and joint resolufion of the following
titles: y

On January 12, 1927:

I1. R. 14827. An act making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of the Interior for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1928,
and for other purposes.

On January 14, 1927:

_H. R. 13452, An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Pittsburgh, Cinciunati, Chicago & St. Lounis Railroad Co. to
construet, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the
Wabash River;

1. J. Res. 308, Joint resolution to correct a misnomer con-
tained in the act to fix the salaries of cerfain judges of the
United States; and

H. R, 11515. An act autliorizing the Secretary of the Navy,
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the city of Minne-
apolis the silver-servicoe set in use on the cruiser Alinncapolis.

On January 15, 1027 :

H. R.13016. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
city of Chicago to construct a bridge across the Calumet River
at or near One hundred and sixth Street, in the city of Chi-
cago, county of Cook, State of Illinois;

T. R. 13067. An aet granting the consent of Congress to the
Sinte of Montana, or Roosevelt County, or McCone County, in
the State of Montana, or either or several of them, to con-
atruct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri
River at or near Wolf Point, Mont. ;
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H.R.14239. An act granting the consent of Congress to
Meridian & Bigbee River Railway Ceo. to construct, maintain,
iand operate a railroad bridge across the Tombigbee River at or
near Naheola, Ala.; and

H. R. 14688, An act granting the consent of Congress for the
construction of a bridge across the Waccamaw River in South
Carolina.

WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I
remaining? .

The CHAIRMAN. The geutleman has 23 minutes remaining,

Mr, HARRISON. I yield to the gentleman from North Caro-
lina [Mr. ABERNETHY] three minutes.

Mr, ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman and Members of the
House, the purpose of my appearance before you to-day is to
bring to the attention of the House and the country the mer-
itorious service of a warrant officer of the United States Coast
Guard and the crew of the Coast Guard vessel 22i/7 for the
relief of sufferers of the devastating hurricane that struck
the Florida coast but recently. I refer to Chief Boatswain's
Mate Samuel E. Leary, whose home is within the confines of
my district at Lowlands, Pamlico County, N. C.

Such splendid service as was performed during the stress of
storm and suffering was not done with the hope and expecta-
tion of any reward, but merely in the line of duty and on
aecount of loyalty to the service in which he and his crew
weére engaged. [Applause.]

It is with pleasure that we note that this loyal and efficient
service has been highly commended by Rear Admiral F. C.
Billard, Commandant of the United States Coast Guard. I
take pleasure in reading into the Iecorp the letter of Admiral
Billard, so that the world may know that this Government of
ours appreciates and commends loyalty and eflicient service
whenever performed in line of duty. [Applause.]

The letter is as follows:

From : Commandant.

To: C. B. M. (a) Bamuel E. Leary (vla commander Gulf Division and
commander Section Base 19).

Bubject : Commendation—work performed at time of hurrieane,

1. Capt. . G. Hamlet, in command of the speciil squadron for
rellef of sufferers of the devastating hurricane that struck the Florida
" coast on September 18, 1926, has advised headquarters that while
engaged In the rellef work you and the crew of the CG-221¢ performed
excellent serviee.

3, Headquarters is gratified to recelve this testimonlal of the loyal
and efficlent serviec performed by you and the crew of the 0G-22n0,
and 1 take pleasure in commending you.

3. A copy of this letter will be filed with your record at headquarters.

F. C. BILLARD.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Washington [Mr, SUMMERS].

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, one single
death in New York City during the holidays from drinking
wood aleohol has resulted in thousands of front-page, wet-propa-
ganda, seare-head stories throughout the United States.

This propaganda was so artistically disguised that many
newspapers did not recognize it as such, and probably the
average reader thought a new plague had visited our country.

ALCOIIOLIC FACTS

What are the facts?

Nondrinkable alcohol is essential to the industrial life of the
Nation. It is necessary in the manufacture of some one or
more finished products in practically every line of industry.
Chemistry must use it in a thousand different ways. One
hundred and five million gallons were used last year.

To relicve ordinary drinkable alcohol of its high tax; to
make it undrinkable and to make it cheaply available for in-
dustrial uses has been the effort of all industrial nations.

Since 1855 Great Britain has denatured her alcohol for indus-
triul use by addition of wood alecohol, which is a deadly
poison.

Deaths from the occasional use of this compound oeccurred;
but Great Dritain, with the common knowledge of all her citi-
zens, doubled the amount of wood alcohol. Great Britain has
no prohibition law, but she still poisons her industrial alcohol
by the addition of methanol or wood alcohol.

Industrial or poisoned alcohol was aunthorized by law in the
T'nited States of America in 1906, over the protest of prohibi-
tionists, 14 years before we had national prohibition.

Canada with her modernized liquor laws requires the addi-
tion of 30 per cent sood alecohol to completely denature her
industrial alcohol,

BILL
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- European countries add 10 per cent and the United States 9
per cent,

This denatured aleohol has nothing to do with prohibition.
Alcohol is denatured or made undrinkable or poisonous so as
to relieve it of a heavy tax and thus render it available for
industry—varnishes, textiles, embalming fluids, antifreeze mix-
tures, dyes, and so forth—at a very low price.

WHY WOoODp ALCOHOL

Why is wood aleohol used in industrial alcohol?

Beeause it readily combines with ordinary or grain aleohol
and does not interfere with its industrial use and because the
old-time blind pigger nor the present-day bootlegger can sep-
arate the grain alcohol from it, and because of its offensive odor
and disngreeable taste, which serve notice to all that they are
meddling with a deadly poison.

Unfortunately the present-day bootlegger is willing to fry
the impossible—is willing to try to remove the wood aleohol
from his concoctions, and his patrons arve willing to pay high
prices for his dangerous chemistry.

Old-time familiar labels are no longer dependable. They, too,
are counterfeited and often embellish a deadly poison. Still
bootleg patrons are willing to wager their eyes or their lives
that a known eriminal is telling the truth abont his liquor.

NOT NEW CUSTOM

The drinking of industrial alcohol in one form or another is
not a new custom and is not chargeable to prohibition. I recall
the horrible but prompt death of several young men in my home
town 25 years ago from drinking industrial aleohol. There
were 16 wide-open saloons in that town at that time.

I also recall eases of partial or total blindness in the long
ago from the use of industrial aleohol.

Toadstools are eaten by the unwary.

Clotheslines are used by wonld-be suicides.

Empty guns cause many deaths.

The foolhardy motorist tries to beat the express train over
the crossing.

The tippler may well remember industrial aleohol and bootleg
lignor made therefrom are in the same class with embalming
fluids and horse liniment.

POISON LIQUOR

One death from wood alechol or poisoned liquor during the
holiday season in all New York City! To that simmer down the
sensational figures spread broadcast by the enemies of prohibi-
tion, picturing hundreds of deaths of innocently credulous pa-
trons of the bootlegger who belicved the fake label on his bottle
and drank his industrial aleohol, The crowded morgues, the
hundreds of funerals, and the overworked undertakers did not
exist. Neither did the fatally poisoned liguor., They were the
gratuitous inventions of the wet press and the press agents and
political henchmen of the brewers. Not since Falstafl’s cow-
ardice multiplied his imaginary host of “men in buckram ” has
such a monumental hoax been foisted upon the American
people, ,

The advance propaganda of this wet attack began immediately
after Christmas, The following headlines then appeared over
stories in the papers nomed:

Bleven in ecity killed by holiday liquor.
1926.)

Four new rum deaths; 20 more die in Bellevue; 760 die here In year,
(World, January 1, 1927.)

Polson Christmas liquor kills 11. (American, December 20, 1026.)

One hundred and ten stricken by poison booze; 21 of them dead.
(Evening World, December 27, 1920.)

A wanton assault was made upon the Government, accused of-
responsibility for these imaginary deaths from poisoned alenhol,
gince it follows the uniform custom of all civilized nations and
adds certain denaturants to ethyl or grain alecohol in order to
make possible its cheap and tax-free use as a raw material in
ifdustry. I repeat, other nations use from 10 to 80 per cent
methanol or wood aleohol for this purpose, The United States
uses from 4 to 9 per cent. This practice was begun uuder the
law in 1908, long before prohibition, and was not the result of
the eighteenth amendment.

These attacks upon the Government of the United States as
guilty of killing people who were never killed at all are illus-
trated by the following headlines from New York newspapers:

United States is blamed by Doctor Gettler, (American, Decemiber
20, 1926.)

United States alcohol mixture is deadly and blinding, say leading
chemlists. {

(Telegram, g Decenyber 21,

(Evening World, January G, 1927,)
United States will continue to poison liguor.
December 29, 1926.)

{Evening Journal,
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In the hope that their attack upon the practice of denaturing
aleohol, to the annoyance of the bootlegger, would result in its
discontinuance, the New York press published stories with
these captions:

Poisoning of rum abolished by Mellon.
1926.)

Mellon bars poisoning of alecobol.

{Telegram, Decensber 30,

(American, December 31, 1926.)

Instead of confessing the misstatements involved in these
reports, the press stated the intention of the Government to
continue the present proper and necessary denaturing of indus-
trinl aleohol, but gave the news this sensational and misleading
head:

United States begins doubling alcohol poison. (January 2, 1027.)

The usual wet attack upon every effort to enforce the prohi-
bition law was forecast by the newspapers under these big-
letter lines:

Poison-rum fight reaches United States Senate.
20, 1926.)

Senate orders poison-alcohol data.
1927.)

Antipoison rum bills up to-day. (American, January 3, 1927.)

Epwarns seeks Senate probe of peison aleoholi (Evening World,
December 29, 1926.)

There was just one death from wood aleohol or poisoned
alcohol of any kind whatever during the holidays, as I will
show by quotation of the official survey made in New York
City.

Dr. Thomas A. Gonzales, assistant medieal examiner in
charge of the morgue, performed autopsies on these first seven
cases referred to by the press:

Of these seven, Doctor Gonzales suid, four were killed by drinking
(ordinary) ethyl alcohol In too great guantities, one died of delirium
tremens, another of pneumonia as the result of exposure while intoxi-
cated, and the seventh was struck and killed by an automobile while
intoxicated.

In all of the seven autopsics only one body showed any trace of
actual poisonous aleohol, Doctor Gonzales said. Although large guan-
tities of aleohol were found during the autopsies, tests showed it was
grain or ethyl alecohol, and that death in most cases had resulted from
the quantity of the alcobol in the system rather than the quality,

Of course, other deaths occurred from the excessive use of
bootleg alcoholic drinks, but only a fraction of the deaths
that occurred from aleoholie causes in the old days.

The charges that wood alcohol or methanol poisoning was
responsible for deaths was abandoned by the press, apparently,
after the failure to discover cases in which this was a cause
of death. Other denaturants were then attacked.

This wet propaganda might be ignored, possibly, if its effect
were not so far-reaching. It not only disturbs the prohibition
group, which is almost wholly made up of a very high type of
people, quickly responsive to any suggestion that wrong or in-
justice is being done. It also affects our business fabric. So
much of our present manufacturing is based on the use of
industrial alcohol that the possibility that industrial aleohol
may cease to be denatured and, as an inevitable result, cease
to be tax free is mischievons and unsettling,

The Oil, Paint, and Drug Reporter, the oflicial organ of
that trade, discusses this problem in three editorials in its
issmes of August 16, 23, and 30, 1926, without bias for or
against prohibition. Viewing the situation purely in its in-
dustrial and practical aspect, this journal says:

INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL [S NOT A FAULT OF THE PROHIBITION LAW

Tax freedom in the industrial use of alcohol was secured 20 years
ago, after a long and bitter struggle against the fanaties who will not
admit that this useful ethyl compound i8 anything but a beverage.
The act of Congress which exempted industrial aleohol from the revenue
tax did more than perhaps any other one influence to make possible the
progress in chemistry that has been made in the United States since
1900. The leadership which other countries previously had held in
organic chemleal production and in the application of chemistry to a
number of major industries was in no small part due to their earlier
realization of the nnwisdom of taxing nn industrial raw material. Slow
to learn, because not indusirially minded (no matter what names may
be called in internationul reference to the United Btates and its people),
this country, once the opportunity offered, was quick to take advantage
of it. To-day it has the leadership which, handieapped by a tax on
industrial aleohel, it mever would have gained, not even under the
peculiar advantages of the period of the recent World War,

To get tax freedom in the industrial use of aleohol it is considered
necessary in all countries to require that aleohol, to be exempt, must be
combined with other substances which, while not impairing its useful-
ness, will render it unfit for consumption ns a beverage. This require-

{American, Decomber

(Evening World, January 4,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

1885

ment is fundamentally a matier of revenue agsurance. Its purpose is to
prevent the curtailment of governmentul income through the operations
of crooks. It has no purpose relalive to protecting fools from the pen-
alty of their folly. Such a purpose is not the basis of law or regulu-
tlon, It is in an asinine lack of reason, therefore, that a eampuign has
recently heen launched attacking the induostrial aleohol law as govern-
mental connivanee in the slaughter of those who are so foolish as to
drink denatured aleohol.

In view of the-fact that the fizht agalnst industrial alcohol twenty-
odd yenrs ago was waged chiefly by the opponents of the beverage use
of alcohol, it might be considered peculinr that the present atfack has
been launched by the opponents of prohibition. That is, it might seem
peculiar were it not for the fact that for unreasonable, illogieal argu-
ment and utter disregard of all rights and beliefs other than their
own fanatical prohibitionists are equaled by none but fanatical anti-
prohibitionists. Those who are behind the present movement to scare
away the prohlbition law know that they do not tell the trnth when
they say that the Government (which does not do the dennturing) puts
poison in aleohol to kill those who drink it; that the addition of
gasollne to a denaturing formula places thereln a more deadly poison,
But what I8 such an immaterial thing as fact?

Toadstools are eaten by the unwary. Foolhardy motorists try to
beat express trains to a crossing. Thin iee and deep water take thelr
toll of the careless. Clotheslines are used by would-be suicides.
Methanol (wood alcohol) was drunk 20 years ago as much as it is
to-day. IFrecze-proof liguor for hydraulic jacks, embalming fluid, horse
liniment, and hundreds of other polsonous compounds were used as
beverages long before the idea of prohibition had 10,000 adher-
ents, Industrial aleohol 1s no more intended for human consumption
than were any of these * emergency ligoors.”” Its manufacture is no
more contributory to suicide than is the manufacture of rope. Indus-
irial aleohol is no more at fault when a crook sells it as a beverage
than are axes to be blamed because somebody used one to commit
murder. Law is for persons, not for inanimate things.

Industrial alcohol is a necessity. It must be denatured with such
unpotable substances as will not interfere with its employment in
the arts. If the prohibition law has prostituted induostrial alechol, the
fault lies with the law, and the fght should be waged agalnst the law
directly.

Editorial of August 23, 1926:
REEASON AND KNOWLEDGE ARE ON THE SIDE OF INDUSTRIAL ALCOIIOL

Of those who, in the extremity of their desire to demonstrate the
futility of the governmental attempt to convert the people of the
United States from the use of intoxicating beverages, have seen fit
to assert the existence of a misalliance between prohibition and the
industrial use of aleohol, the majority offend chiefly hecause of a lack
of knowledgze. They afford an excellent example of the necessity that
those who seek legislative remedies for all public and private flls
should work for a statutory requirement that no one should, publicly
at least, discuss critically a subject on which he is not adequately
informed. Of course, this would stop the mouths and pens of perhaps
90 per cent of the publicists and critics and of at least half the law-
makers of the world. But would not that be a most desirable con-
gsummation? It might also serve a good purpose of conservation of
trees and time by reducing the size of newspapers.

But the leaders of biased argument, particularly those who would
have it believed that the Guvernment of the United States has become
ag the fanutic Wahabis, who punish drinking or smoking by death,
know Dbetter than they speak. They are acquainted with at least the
fundamental facts in the whole case which they present with a strong
bias. To gag them would be a more useful public service than to
deprive their ignorant followers of the rizht of speaking freely, albeit
falsely. To combat with a dissemination of facts the eareless disregard
of truth on the part of both leaders and followers Is become a duty
and a necessity for all industries that use alcohol.

Alcohol is essential to the industrial life of the Nation. It is meces-
gary in the manufacture or the utilization of some one or more fin-
ighed products in practically every line of industry, from the auto-
motive to the textile. The fact that, to prevent infraction of some
law designed for revenue or for restriction, it is necessary to require
that alcohol for industrial use be denatured in a beverage sense, does
not lessen the need or qualify the wisdom of supplying it. This was
the premise on which the fight for industrianl alcohol in this country
was waged and won, It is no nrgument agalnst the use of alcohol
Industrially that purposes in later laws, whatever their necessily, may
have been made difficult or Impossible of attalnment because of fallure
of the autlorized forces to prevent misuse of denatured aleohol or
evasion of the industrial-aleobol law through diversion of aleoliol with-
drawn for denaturing. There can be no logical contention to that
effect, nor does the result of this administrative failure controvert the
necessity of placing every practicable safeguard about the assuring of
industry's sopply of an essentlal matcrial. Reasoning otherwise is
on a parity with contending that the use of lead compounds in paints
should be regulated with regard for the fact that murder has been
committed with leaden bullets, The industrial alcohol law and the
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prohibition law have as liltle In common as to purpose as have tle
fir=t and the tenth articles In the Alosaie decalogue.

Denatured alcohol has been in use for years. Methylated spirits
was first authorized in Great Britaln in 1855, It is still in use there;
and noboedy complains because it has been poisoned, even though deaths
by misadventure, ns the British designate them, from the drinking of
this mixture of alcohol and methanol are not of infrequent occurrence
in that country, The remedy for the condition arlying in these un-
toward results of carclessness 18 sought there by means of a larger
proportional addition of methanol or the intreductlon of other noxious
substances—and Great Britain has no prohibition law to eall for this
“ enforcement by poisoning.” Apparently it is recognized by the people
a8 well as the authorities of Great DBritaln that raspberry sirup or
oil of orange will not safeguard the imperial revenues derived from the
taxes on intoxicating beverages.

Industrial alecohol existed in this country (one of the latest to nuthor-
jze Its exemption from the revenue tax) for many years before the
antiliqguor amendment was added to the Constitution. It had earned
and gained a place In everyday industry. It had to be denatured to
get this place in the matter of cost, and denatured means nothing other
than rendered unfit for consumption as a beverage. Everybody knew
what denatured aleohol was years ago; the label muost tell that. It was
cheaper than alcobolic liquors then, but those who drapnk it did so
because they were careless and not because it cost less.

The place of Industrial alecohel was plainly recognized In the enact-
ment of the law for the enforcement of the prohibition amendment.
Congress speelfically Imposed upon the administrative officials the duty
* to place the nonbeverage aleohol industry and other industries using
such alcolol as a chemical raw material or for other lawful purpose
upon the highest possible plane of scientific and commercial efficiency
congistent with the interests of the Government.” These same officials
have been empowered to enforce the prohibitory sections of the Volstead
Act. If they have fallen short of success in the performance of the
latter duty it has not been because they have been too strict In their
compliance with the mandate that they promote the industrial use of
alcohol.

Editorial of August 30, 1926:

METHANOL APPROACHES THE IDEAL AS A DENATURANT FOR ALCOHOL

Methanol, which as a denaturant for industrial aleohol has espe-
cially been visited with the righteously assumed wrath of those who
would involve the Government of the United States in " the greatest
polsoning plot in the world's history,” approaches the ideal as an agent
for destroying the charaeter of aleohol as a beverage. For this reason
the act of June 7, 1006, which authorized tax freedom in the Indus-
trial use of alcohol specifically mentions methyl alechol (now called
methanol more effectively to differentiate it from ethyl alcohol) alome
as a denaturing agent.

This designation of metbanol as an anthorized denaturant is sup-
portable from every point of view temable In the reasonable consid-
eration of the case of industrial alcohol. Physieally, methanol is so
closely similar to ethyl alcohol that it does not impair the usefulness
of the latter as a solvent, a fuel, and an aotifreeze agent, or a pre-
servative, when mixed therewith. A mixture of methanol and ethyl
alcohol is so homogenous as to be finseparable without the most
exacting and skillful manipulation in expensive, elaborate, and intri-
cate apparatus. It is a constant bolling mixture which can not be
broken up Into its constituents by ordinary fractionating distillation.
Methanol is poisonous, of course, but in the proportion in which it
is present in even the most heavily methylated completely denatured
aleohol its polsonous properties are not a bar to the legitimate use
of the mixture under proper conditions, This mixture contains about
0 per cent of methanol. Canada required 30 per:-cent of methanol in
jts standard completely denatured alcohol. Ten parts of methanol
to 100 parts of ethyl alcohol is the customary requirement in European
conntries,

The hazard of foolhardy, promiscuous drinking was recognized in
the authorization of formulas for completely denatured alcohol long
before conditions arose to aggravate it. No simple mixture of methanol
uml ethyl aleohol 1s authorized for general use in this country. All
muost contaln at least one other Ingredient which will facilitate the
recognition of the unpotable nature of the liquid. In addition, it is
required that the methanol nsed for denaturing purposes must be san
unrefined grade with readily perceptible physical charaneteristics which
differentiate it from ethyl aleohol. Even when disguised with colors,
odors, aud flavors, the presence of methanol in an alcoholic mixture
can be readily detected by a simple chemical test.

Methanol, in the proportions required In denaturing, unquestionably
destroys the character of ethyl alcohol as a beverage. It is, therefore,
gntisfnctory In that respect. An idea of [ts sultability from the indus-
trial standpoint may be got from the fact that speclally denatured
aleohol, formula No, 1, which 1s a mixture of 5 parts of methanol and
100 parts of ethyl aleohol, has been authorized for use for more than
230 industrial purposes; and special denatured alcohol, formula No. 3A,
which cgutalns a similar proportion of a more refined methanol, has
Leen puthorized In nbout 50 processes. But few of the other sixty-oda
specially denatured formulas, with the exception of those which contain
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mothanol along with other agents, have been anthorized for more than
half n dozen purposcs; none for as many as 30.

Efforts have been made In several countries to find a better denaturant
than methanol for wide application in the industrial use of alcohol.
In so far as we are informed, none of these has Leen successful, and
methanol remains the most favored denaturing agent In all countries.
Neither industry nor the Government in this country has found any
reason to replace methanol as a general denaturaut, and no reason has
been presented in the recent ado abont the horror of exposing drinkers
to the risk of poisoning. It is, therefore, not likely that the authoriza-
tion to use methanol as a denaturant will be revoked. To prohibit its
use In such mannper, before a suitable gubstitute is offered, wonld be
tantamount, from an Industrial standpoint, to repeal of the industrial
alcohol law.

Another industrial publication, Industrial and BEngineering
Chemistry, in its issue of September, 1026, also aunlyzes the
denaturing situation from the trade angle, thus:

BOOTLEGGERS VERSUS INDUSTRY

A recently clrcularized poster seeks the condemmation of methanol
as an aleohol denaturant on the ground that it is a poison. It should
be polnted out, however, that industrial alcohol iz predicated upon
denaturants satisfactory to the Government and to industry. The de-
naturants selected can not be those preferred by the bootleggers. The
chemists’ interest in the industries legitimately using alcobol concerns
adequite supplies at reasonable prices and of such quality as may be
found suitable for the work in hand.

Wherever a commodity is subject to legal regulations two groups
become apparent. One seeks to enforce the law, the other to evade it.
An example is to be found in connection with the enforcement of the
Federal food and drugs act, where efforts were made so to adulterate
food as to render detection impossible, and on the other hand, to perfect
methods for the detection of any adulterants. A more extreme cage
is that of Industrial alcohol,

The extent to which Industrial alechol is diverted into illegitimate
channels s a point constantly argued, the most radical prohibitionists
claiming diversion easily nine or ten times as great as that which
officials believe to exist. Working with consuming interests, Govern-
ment chemists have prepared a series of formulas for specific uses,
and time after tlme such authorized formulas have been modifled or
entirely eanceled when it beecame apparent that the bootlegging frater-
nity had found ways to eliminate denaturants to such an extent as no
longer to interfere with thelr profitable trade., The legitimate indus-
trles have cooperated in these changes, often at a considerable sacrifice
to themselves.

There are a few denaturants which the bootlegger does not like, Ie
has found it very difficult, If indeed not impossilile, to eliminate them
gatisfactorily. Few laymen appreciate the difficulties surrounding the
legitimate use of aleohol, whether this be pure ethyl, specially dena-
tured, or completely denatured alcohol. 'The chemical industry finds
itself closely circumscribed by the absolute needs for its legitimate
processes and the constant effort of the bootleggers to unscrumble the
ethyl aleohol from the material, which iz authorized by speclal permit.

We deplore the poster's cry that the Government has a fanatical
desire to kill its citizens. The percentage of methanol In American
formulas has never approached the 20 to 30 per cent used in Great
Britain and Canada, but it is coneeivable that in time it may have to
do so unless other satisfactory denaturants are devised. Methanol
continues to be one of the most sntisfactory denaturants from the
standpoint of industry and the most objectionable from the standpoint
of the bootlegger. Those responsible for the cireular mentioned seek
to arouse such sympathy for the man or woman who will risk life for a
single drink as seriously to embarrass the chemical industry In its many
ramifieations, The arguments advanced in the poster are not sound.
Ag It states, It is written, * Thou shalt not kill,” but it is also written,
“ The way of the transgressor Is hard,” and *““The wages of sin is
death.” It Is well known that no government deliberately sets ont to
kill its people, and it 1s a well-established principle that when warnings
have been given responsibility has been discharged; hence the poison
label,- 8o far as the Government, manufacturers, and users of Indus-
trial aleohol are concerned, the poison-labeled alcohol should not be
misused any more than carbolic acld or any other polson.

As chemista it is our duty to stand by our chemical Indostry, and if
there is objection to methanol as a denaturant the objection should be
accompanied with constructive suggestions ag to more ideal denaturants.
Industry's self-Interests should guarantee all possible cooperation.

NO ENOWN BUBSTITUTRE

Generial Andrews, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, in an
interview in the New York Fimes of January 9, 1927, repudiated
the Government poison propaganda and set forth the program
and purposes of the Federal Government in part, as follows:

L * L] L L L] & -

* * * fThere Is no known substitute for wood aleohol s o de-
naturant and we can not dispense with it until one is found.” Several
forelgn governments have offered awards to no purpose.
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Practieally every other chemical so far used to render denatured
alcoliol offensive has been overcome in one way or another by the
bootleggers. Wood alcohol alone outdoes them. Aud even this in.
gredient can be partly overcome in small quantities. Chemists are try-
fng to find a monpoisonous denaturant; one which shall be so noxious
it will forbld drinking. We expect to find it; any day we may he
gueceseful, This is not a prediction, bit some coal-tar product is likely
to meet our needs. No one conld then be happier than myself to see
the persistent drinker freed of danger,

PROTECTION TOX WOREERS, TOO

We not only have the prohibition laws to enforce; we must pro-
tect indonstry from lawless aggression.  And it is n matfer of grave
importance that industry sball have all the denatured aleohol it
waunts. Morcover, industry demands that the alecohol shall be rendered
“unfit for beverage uses) Otherwise industrial workers would be
constantly tempted. These facts appear to have been overlooked in the
diseussion. If we delivered pure grain aleobol to industry, a large
part would disappear. Under existing conditions it is of the utmost
importance that we continue to use wood alcohol.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I yleld 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ALLGoop].

AMr. ALLGOOD. Mr. Chairman, to-day there is a feeling of
unrest in the minds of millions of people throughout the United
Stutes. Last night many fathers and mothers throughout this
Iind offered up their prayers for peace. To-morrow there will
be o qnestion in the minds of hundreds of thousands of young
men as to what the future will bring.

They are louking to the President of the United States, the
Secretary of State, and the Congress to see what we are going
to (o. As a Member of Congress I wish to see something done
besides mere talk. I remember back in 1914, 1915, and 1016 how
we sat idly by hoping that something would be done to avert
war., Congress did but little to prevent it, and finally the con-
fingration eaught us and we were drawn into the war,

1 think the time has come when we should act, when we
should do something, when we should do our part, and I am
willing to make an effort, and to that end 1 have introduced
2 bill for the purpose of equalizing the burdens of war. That
bill i as follows:

A bill to abort war

Be it enacled, ete., That in the event of the decluration of war by
Congress the President shall make a capital levy of 1 per cent on all
the pruperty (tangible and intangible) which is listed at that time in
each and every county, municipality, and State for local taxes. In
addilion the President shall eause to be collected an annual tax on
a1l incomes from whatever source derived from cach and every per-
son in the United States, with the exception of those who are serving
in sonie branch of the military or naval service, on the following basis:

Five per cent on all incomes up to and including $1,000; 6 per cent
on all incomes from $1,000 to $2,000; 8 per cent on nll Incomes from
$2,000 to $3,000; 10 per ceut on all inconres from $3,000 to $4,000;
15 per cent on all Incomes from $4,000 to $5,000; 20 per cent on
ull incomes from $£5,000 to $7,000; 20 per cent on all ineomes from
§7,000 to $10,000; 30 per cent on all incomes from $10,000 to $20,000;
45 per cent on all incomes from $20,000 to $30,000; 40 per cent on
all ineomes from $50,000 to $100,000; 50 per cent on all iucomes from
$100,000 to £250,000; 60 per cent on all Ioeoures from $250,000 to
$£500,000; 75 per cent on all incomes above $500,000,

Said moneys must be used to pay for expenses iucurred in the prose-
cition of war.

Thig bill may seem radical, but war is radical, If you will
tell the profiteers that during the war we are going to take
away their profits, they will not be so much interested in war
or in Congress declaring war. Dernard Baruch, former chair-
man of the War Industries Board, said that the greatest re-
source that we have in this Nation Is not man power, is not
transportation, is not food, is not munitions, but is morale. If
you let the soldier at the front feel that he is gefting a square
deal from his country while he is at the front fighting for $1.10
a day; if he knows that the profiteer is not taking advantage
of the country by piling up his millions, this will strengthen
the morale of the Army and Navy and of every patriotic citi-
zen of the country. If you will give e 100,000,000 people with
a high morale, everybody bearing an egual burden of war, then
no nation in the world can whip us or will ever attack us; but
let the soldier go to the front at $1.10 a day, with a rifle in
his hands that has been fabricated back home by a man mak-
ing $15 a day, while the manager or owner of the factory is
making $10,000 a day, and you will see a luck of morale that
will he hard to overcome. We should profit by some of the
lessons tanght by the World War, ’
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Whit did we gain out of the World War? We fought the
war to make the world safe for democracy. Have we made the
world safe for democracy? No. The firing of a single gun
started the World War., Who knows what a day will bring forth
now? We should have gome mefhod or means of putting on the
brakes and Keeping agitators from arousing the war spirit.
Are the ex-service men satisfled with the outcome of the last
war? Let us see. Here is a lefter I have just received, dated
January 15, 1927. The writer of the letter says:

1 hate to be a bother and anoyance to you, but I have from 1 to 10
callers a day, and around the first day or two of this year my office
was crowded with ex-gervice soliliers, both white and black, asking
me how they were going to get a loan on their adjusted-servive
certificates.

Mr. Chairman, the ex-service men are not satisfied with the
bonus. The millionaires, even, are not satisfled with the ount-
come of the war., There was more propaganda put out in the
Sixty-eighth Congress for the passage of the Mellon bill than
for any bill that has been before Congress since I have been a
Member of it. The Mellon tax bill tried to shift the burdens
of taxation on to the coming generations.

My measure proposes to pay for the war while we go along,
if we should have war, and not shift the burdens onto coming
generntions. “We should pay for it as we enjoy it, if there is
any enjoyment in it—and I ean nof see that there is any en-
Joyment in war except for those who use it as a vehicle for
profiteering, I am sorry to say that there are those who use
it as a vehicle for profiteering, because there are more than
12,000 people in the United States to-day who are millionaires
who were not millionaires before the World War. I am a
member of the War Claims Committee, and as a member of
that committee T have seen, from time to time, evidences of
profiteering and of graft which has grown out of the war. The
Guntersyville Democrat asks—

How many men of draft age In Marshall County are anxlous to go
to war with Mexivco or Nicaragua? You may think it is a joke, but
we are on the verge of war right now. Why do we make wur on
Mexico? 'To proteet the property of Kuhn, Loeh & Co., Speyer & Co.,
Hallgarten & Co., Salomon & Co., Ladenburg, Thalman & Co., Guggen-
helm & Co.. None of these men are Americans, but arve a1l libera! con-
tributors to campaign funds. Are you willing to fight a fricudly
Ilepublic to save these men finanelal loss?

The DeKalb Connty Herald has this to say in an editorial :

There seems to he a possibility of war with Mexico. The canse of
this agitation should be thrashed out, and if it is found to be among
the greedy ones who are sceking to fatten thelr purse upon the Dblood
of the young men of our land, then the war clouds should be removed
and our Ludding youth permitted to bloom.

Wars are never started by the men who have to do the fight-
ing, and it is my opinion that the people—a great majority of
the people of this Nation—do net want war. Again, I guote
from another paper in my district, the Guntersyille Democrat :

The blg oil operators falled to drag us into war with Japan; then
it appeared that only war coulidl gave our oll intercsts in Mexico. Now
the oil owners are bending thelr power to involve us with Nicaragua.
If we don't fight, the chances are that our capitalists may lose some
of their holdings.

Gen. Hanson B, Ely, commander of the Army War College,
estimates that from one-third to one-half of the $23,000,000,000
war debt was profit.

It almoest seems inhuman to think that men are so full of
greed that they will tuke advantage of their country and their
fellow men to such an extent as this in time of war, at a time
when everyone should do his bit. We heard that expression used
a great deal during the World War. AMillions of patriotic
people did do their bit and there were others who seemed to
think that their bit meant to profiteer.

No one should be allowed to make profits out of the miseries,
the sufferings, the spilling of blood, and the sacrifices of lives,
all to the end that our Nation may survive and be perpetuated.
Therefore, I am calling upon you to-day as Representatives
of the people of this Nation to act, to pass my Dbill, so that the
greedy ones may know that if war comes thiey will have to
make sacrifices and bear the dosses and the burdens in the same
manner that the patriotic citizens do.

I have ofien heard it said that there are two things that are
inevitable—one is taxes and the other is death. War means
both—taxes and death.

The people who invested in oil in Mexico knew of the inse-
curity of the Mexican laws when they placed their money
there. The Fort Payne Journal says:
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If titles to Mexican ofl lands won't withstand the serutiny of the
courts, wouldn't it be cheaper to try the * black-satchel ” stunt? It ls
more cffective than a war and more businesslike,

My contention is that if it is known throughout the length
and breadth of this land that the present big property owners,
the people who are now earning great incomes will be forced
to pay the cost of war ont of their properties and out
of their incomes, they will not be so eager to incite our feelings.
Publie sentiment is one of the strongest forces and is the great-
est power that produces action in this Nation to-day.

Our people are now bearing the costs of the World War, and
as & result the living expenses for the necessities of life are
greater than they have ever been in our history. If my bill
should become a law the profiteers could not pass the bur-
dens of another war on to the people. The profiteers would
know that these burdens would be placed upon their pocket-
books and their bank accounts; and pocketbooks and bank
accounts represent tender places in our anatomy. I am free to
confess I believe the passage of this bill would do more to pre-
vent war than any League of Nations, any Bok peace prizes, or
World Courts that might be organized. In the name of a hun-
dred million peace-loving people, I beseech you to pass this bill,
[Applause, ]

Mr. HARRISON. My, Chairman, T yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr, BhasToN].

Mr. BLANTON. Mvr. Chairman, this is a bill that will
appropriate over $350,000,000 out of the Treasury for our
Military Establishment, and we have on the floor at this time
approximately only 25 members.

Mr. ALMON. Would the gentlemun like to have a better
audience?

Mr., BLANTON. No; that is the average attendance, T
have noticed here during the last two weeks in this big Navy
and big Army atmosphere the representatives of all ot those
who were specially interested in big armies and Dbig navies
very active here in Washington. Big shipbuilding companies
have had their representatives here in the Capitol, and those
interested in our navy yards and arsenals and munition plants
have had their representatives here, watching to sce that their
interests were fully protected and safeguarded. Notwithstand-
ing that, Mr. Chairman, under the splendid leadership of our
colleague from Ohio, Mr. Burtox, the House was able to
withstand the pressure and voted down the proposition of
building the proposed three mnew crnisers. The Navy bill has
gone to another body, Very prompily the committee having it
in charge in that body has approved that big Navy program
in respect to the three cruisers and made provision for those
three craigers in the bill. I predict that such provision will
pass ancther body hardly without argument,

Mr. UPDIKE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BLANTON. In a moment. Then it will come back
here, and what are we going to do about it? Are we going
to sit here and let that program be thrust upon us or are we
going to prepare for it and when it comes back here meet it
like men and defeat it again?

Mr, UPDIKE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON,. Not now; I have very little time,

Mr. UPDIKE. But I will get the gentleman some more
time.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman can not get me any more
time beeanse there is no more left.

I asked the chairman of this committee the other day how
many officers and men we had in 1916, and how many we have
now in the Army or the Navy. IHe was unable to answer.
In 1916 the World War had been in progress for over two
yvears, with this Congress here watching the situation. At
that time, on January 1, 1916, we had in our Navy 2,738
officers, and on June 50, 1916, we had in our Navy 53,334 men.

That was when the World War was in progress for two years.
What have we to-day in the Navy? On September 30, 1926, we
had 8,531 officers in the Navy, and we had 82910 men in the
Navy, and we are providing an increase in the new naval bill.

How mauy officers and men did we have in the Army in 1916,
with the World War in progress for over two years? We had
in the Army June 30, 19106, 5,025 officers, and we had 182 scout
officers. On June 30, 1916, we had 97,013 in the Army, and
we had 5,603 scouts. Remember' that we now have in the
United States nearly 4,000,000 highly trained men back in
civilian life, men who were trained during the World War, men
who may be called upon in an emergency for the next 15 or 20
years, if you please. Yet to-day in the Army we had on Novem-
ber 30, 1926, 11,804 officers in the Army, and we had on Novem-
ber 80, 1920, 109,315 men besides 7,008 scouts. And yet this
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committee, in order to bring up the enlisted personnel to corre-
spond with top-heavy officers, has provided in this bill an in-
crease of 3,750 men. Are we going to pass this bill just be-
cause the committee has thus brought it in? I am not going
to vote for it. My vote is going to be one against if, and if we
could get enough men here to vote their sentiments we would
beat that proposition and bring this bill back to a normal situ-
ation, I predict that we representatives of the people, if we
continue with this bizg Army and big Navy policy, are going
to hear from the people sooner or later. The people are not in
favor of it.

Let me call attention to the situation that exists in respect
to medical officers in the Navy. I have these figures from a
man who is well posted. He is one of our colleagues, and he
is well posted on this situation. These figures arve autheutic
and correct, because he looked the matter up and gave them to
me. On September 30, 1924, in the Medical Corps of the Navy
we had on shore 622 medical officers in the Navy, and at sea we
had 159 medical officers. Most of the medieal officers were on
shore. Most of the medical officers at that time were “land
lubbers,” if you please—622 medical officers on shore and 169
at sea!

Mr. JACOBSTEIN,
to Nicaragua?

Mr, BLANTON. No; I want to put them back in eivilian life.
I want my professor friend to remember what my colleague
from Texas, KUGENE Brack, said here not long ago that if we
did not watch out, and if we kept on passing these bills as they
are brought in here, the first thing you know we are going to
have half the people of the United States working to keep the
other half on the pay roll of the Government. That is what is
going to happen if you do not stop it.

Do you know, September 30, 1924, we had over twice as
many medieal officers in our Navy on land as the whole British
Navy had put together? On September 30, 1924, the DBritish
Navy had only 397 officers in its medical corps, and we had
on shore 622, and we had all together 792 medical officers,
over twice as many as the British Navy had all together.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CLAGUE., Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of my
time on this side to the gentleman from New York [Mr.
LaGuanpIal.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I heartily concur in the
observation made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON]
that in the consideration of this most important bill, carrying
$£300,000,000 of appropriations, the attendance at this time is
indeed small. I noticed as an introduction to the consideration
of the bill speeches have been made referring to the encroach-
ment of the Budget Bureau on the prerogatives of this body.
1t all depends, gentlemen, on the Dbill before the House as to
the attitude of some Members toward the Budget Bureau.
The DBudget Bureau is a fact-finding agent of the Congress
and submits its findings for the consideration of the Congress.
We either must decide at the very beginning of the session
if we are going to disregard all recommendations of the Budget
Bureau and provide the income for the Government accordingly
or else consider very carefully the figures submitted by that
bureau, I have noticed that when the appropriations are
before us for the Department of the Interior, for the Agri-
cultural Department, for the Department of Justice, the Com-
mittee on Appropriations stands pat and solidly back of the
Budget recommendations. But recently, when the naval or
military appropriation Dbills come before us, then there is a
tendency to disregard the findings of that bureau and come
in with the bill, entirely ignoring the recommendations made by
the Bureau of the Budget, to say nothing of the “President's
financial program.”

Mr. JACOBSTEIN.
there?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In just a moment. When the Committee
on Appropriations comes before us with the recommendation
for an increase in an appropriation bill over and above the
amount recommended by the Budget, then I submit that the
burden of proof is upon the committee to establish a case show-
ing the necessity for the added appropriation. I do not know
what mysterious influence the uniform hag upon our Committee
on Appropriations. I want to say this, however, that the sub-
committee on the naval appropriation bill did stand back of
the Budget recommendations, and unless the committee in
charge of this bill can prove to the satisfaction of the member-
ship of this House the urgent need of going six or seven or
eight million dollars above the recommendations of the Budget
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Would the gentleman want to send them

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield

Bureau in this bill, T do not believe that we ought to adopt this
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bill as it now stands. Why, gentlemen, they have resorted to a
very ingenious financial

Mr. BLANTON. Juggle—

Mr. LAGUARDIA. * Juggle™; no, 1 will use the word * pro-
eeeding,” to the effect that the total is just about that recom-
mended by the Burean of the Budget. I want to call the atten-
tion of the House to the fact that several million dollars are
reappropriated, so that the total is seven or eight million dol-
lars above that required by the Army in any real sense of the
word,

But the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Boanrton] has placed his
finger on the spot. He has said that you are building your
Army and your appropriation bill around the 12,000 officers
who are now in the active service. The National Guard is
catered to, and why? Because the War Department—and when
I say the War Department I mean the military end of the War
Department, the General Staff—has built up a machine through
the Nutional Guard and the Reserve Officers Corps in order to
el political support back home, necessary to approve a bill of
this kind.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. ¥
- Mr, BLANTON. I just want to call the gentleman’s atten-
tion to the fact that we are providing in this bill for 105,000
reserve officers.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. Instead of the Regular Army get-
ting good habits from the National Guard and fhe reserve
officers, they are inoculating - the National Guard and the
Reserve Officers’ Corps with all the bad habits of the Regular
Army.

You may talk about the shyster lawyer who resorts to tricks
and technicalities to protect a criminal; why, they have noth-
ing on these financiers of the War Department, who so con-
strue the law of the land and the language of the appropria-
tion as to give them a meaning never intended by Congress.

For example, we provide allowance for quarters for oflicers
and their families, the theory being that the oflicers are to
live at a military post or on a reservation; and, of course, they
have a right to live with their families and be provided for
decently. Where we can not provide proper quarters, where
the officer is on detached service, we allow him in lieu of
quarters a quarters’ allowance. Now, under that what has
happened? The provisions for quarters’ allowance has been so
construed as to permit an officer to draw quarters’ allowance
when his family is living in a house belonging to the Govern-
ment, supported by the Government, and heated and lighted
by the Government, and he happens to be under canvas pro-
vided by the Government. 'They teach that lesson to the Na-
tional Guard and the Reserve Officers Corps, so that when our
National Guardsman goes to camp for 15 days and is living
in a tent he puts in an allowance for quarters, heat, and
light although he already receives that from the Federal Gov-
ernment. 1

I am going to show you a picture of a house that the State
of New York has built for our major general of the National
Guard, and notwithstanding the faet that he lives in that
house, he draws and receives from the United States from
$400 to $600 allowance for quarters.

Now, instead of teaching military science and strategy to
our National Guard and Reserve Corps, that is what they are
teaching, to put through trick vouchers which are technically
within the law, but way beyond the intent of Congress. That
is why your appropriation bills for the Army and Navy are
piling up year after year. That is why, if we keep passing
all these bills making exceptions for this and that grade,
within three or four years your naval appropriation will be
$400,000,000 and your Army appropriation about the same. You
now spend for the support of the Army and Navy something
in the neighborhood of $600,000,000. The other day in the
independent offices bill we approved an appropriation of
$:75,000,000 for the Veterans’ Bureau, a mecessary appropria-
tion and direct result of war. We require about $500,000,000
to pay the annual interest of our debt. We spend $1,206,-
000,000 a year for military defense, taking care of war veterans
and paying eur war debt. It is time that we start to ex-
amine our military appropriations a bit more carefully.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

The committee rosge; and the Speaker having resnmed the
chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 2301)
authorizing the Shoshone Tribe of Indians of the Wind River
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Reservation in Wyoming to submit claims to tlhie Court of
Claims.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill
(8. 4637) to amend the Harrison Narcotic Act of Congress ap-
proved December 17, 1914, as amended, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the
bill (8. 2839) for the relief of Capt, James A. Merritt, United
States Army, retired, in which the concurrence of the House
is requested.

The message also announced that the Renate had passed the
bill (H, R. 16164) to amend the act entitled “An act to amend
the Panama Canal aet and other laws applicable to the Canal
Zone, and for other purposes,’” approved December 29, 1026.

WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL

The committee resumed its session.

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

CONTINGENCIES OF THE ARAMY

For all contingent expenses of the Army not otherwlse provided for,
and embracing all branches of the military service, including the office
of the Chief of Staff; for all emergencies and extraordinary expenses,
including the employment of translators, and exclusive of all other
personal services in the War Department or any of its subordinate
bureaus or offices in the District of Colombia, or in the Army at large,
but impossible to be anticipated or classified; to Le expended on the
approval or authority of the Secretary of War and for such purposes
as he may deem proper, $£12,000: Provided, That none of the funds
appropriated in this aect shall be used for the payment of expenses
connected with the transfer of surplus property of the War Depart-
ment to any other activity of the Government where the articles or
lots of articles to be transferred are loeated at any place at which
the total surplus quantities of the same commodity are so small that
their transfer would not, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, be
economical.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
against the language on page 5, in line 8, reading as follows:

And for such purposes as he may deem proper.

I want to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill what au-
thority of law is behind such a provision as that—a blanket
provision giving the Secretary of War authority to expend this
money for anything in the world he may deem proper?

; Mﬁ' BARBOUR. Only for these contingent expenses; that
s all.
Mr. BLANTON. It says:

For eguch purposes as he may decm proper.

Mr. BARBOUR. It goes on and first provides for contin-
gent expenses and enumerates some of them, and then says
in effect, “The Secretary of War may spend the money for
ecach of them as he may deem proper.” That refers to the
items enumerated in the previous part of the paragraph.

Mr. BLANTON. No. It says, “where it is impossible to an-
ticipate and classify.”” That is line 6. In other words, it is an
attempt here to give the Secretary of War absolute authority,
blanket authority, to spend the money for anything in the world
that he wants.

Mr. BARBOUR. If the gentleman will pardon me a moment,
the total appropriation is only $12.000, and then there iz an
enumeration of the objects that it may be expended for, and
then it goes on and says, * and for such other purposes as he
may deem proper.!” The Secretary of War is given certain
discretion, because some of these contingent expenses can not
be foreseen and provided for in advance. That is why they are
designated as contingent expenses.

Mr. BLANTON. My point of order is this, Mr. Chairman,
that under the aet creating the War Department it would be
proper and done with authority, to appropriate money for any
war purposes, but here is an attempt to deviate from the law
and give the Secretary of War the right to spend it for any-
thing in the world bhe wants to spend it for, whether it be for
4 war purpose or not.

Mr. BARBOUR. The construction would be, according to the
rules of legal construction, that where in a paragraph yon
specify certain ifems and then put in a general clause it refers
to articles of the kind that are enumerated before the general
clause. That is the rule of legal construction.

Mr. BLANTON. We all know how far the Committee on
Appropriations is going at this time in putting matters of this
kind in bills, But if we knock them out here, when the bill
gets over to the other side of the Capitol, such items usually are
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put back in the bill and brought back here, and you ecan not
vote them out in the House. Of course, I do not want to take
up any more time when you ean not stop it. DBut I wanted to
call attention to it. I withdraw the reservation.
Mr. BARBOUR. I will say to the gentleman from Texas
that this has been in the appropriation act for a long time.
The Clerk read as follows:

GENERAL SBTAFF CORPS
CONTINGENCIES, MILITARY INTELLIGENCE DIVISION

For contingent expenses of the Military Intelligence Division, General
Staff Corps, and of the military attachés at the United States embassies
and legations abroad, including the purchase of law books, profes-
glonal books of reference, and subseriptions to newspapers and periodi-
cals; for cost of special instruction at home and abroad, and in
maintenance of students and attachés; for the hire of interpreters,
special agents, and guides, and for such other purposes as the Secre-
tary of War may deem proper, Including $5,000 for the actual and
necessary expenses of officers of the Army on duty abroad for the
purpose of observing operations of armies of foreign states at war,
to be pald upon certificates of the Beeretary of War that the expendi-
tures were necessary for obtaining military information, $060,000, to
be expenided under the direction of the Secretary of War: Provided,
That section 3048, Revised Statutes, shall apply nelther to subserip-
tions for foreign and professional newspapers and periodicals nor to
other payments made from appropriations contained in this act in
compliance with the laws of foreign countries under which military
attachés are required to operate.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
against the following language on page 6, beginuing in line 8:

Provided, That section 3648, Revised Statutes, shall apply neither
to subscriptions for foreign and professional newspapers and periodicals
nor to other payments made from appropriations contained in this
act In compliance with the laws of foreign countries under which the
military attachés are required to operate.

For the reason that it is legislation unauthorized on an appro-
priation bill and seeks to change existing law.

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman reserve his point of
order for just a moment?

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman will not contend that this
is not subject to a point of order?

Mr. BARBOUR. No; I will not contend that.

Mr. BLANTON. Because it is an attempt to change the law.

Mr. BARBOUR. I will state to the gentleman from Texas
that this has been carried in the bill before, but whether
it was carried before or not it was requested by the War
Department because in buying these publications and maga-
zines, which they need to inform themselves on various mili-
tary activities, they are required to pay in advance for some
of them, and this will permit them to do so.

Mr. BLANTON. And if the gentleman will investigate he
will find the War Department has not been to our legislative
committee seeking to change this law, but it comes to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and it is forgetting our legislative
committees.

Mr, BARBOUR. The Committee on DMilitary Affairs has
reported a bill which would authorize it.

Mr. BLANTON. And it would do so if the War Department
would come to that committee, but the War Department is for-
getting our legislative committees, and they are going only to
the Committee on Appropriations for changes in the law.

Mr. BARBOULRR. I will state to the gentleman from Texas
that they are not forgetting the legislative committee of which
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. James] is acting chairman,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I make the peint of order,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

Salaries, office of Chief of Staff: For personal services in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, in accordance with the classification act of 1023,
$217,038,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGuarpid: On page 6, line 17, strike
out the figures “ $217,038" and iInsert In lieu thereof the figures
“ $£012.538."

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Now. gentlemen, this is the first of the
amendments which I intend to offer in order to keep this bill
within the figures recommended by the DBudget Bureau.
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Neither the hearings nor anything that has transpired since
the submission of the President’s Budget message justifies this
inerease. While my amendment only makes a difference of
$5,000—and which would be insignificant if that were the only
difference—commencing on page 10 the amendments will involve
millions of dollars.

As I stated before, the bill is several million dollars above
the real requirements of the War Department. If there is
one man in this whole country who understands the needs of
the Army, it is General Lord. He knows more about the needs
of the Army than any other man in the country. Previous to
the time he was made Director of the Budget he was the
chief financinl officer of the War Department. He has made
more budgets and he has prepared more appropriation bills
for the Army than any man living to-day.

I remember when I was on the Military Affairs Committee,
before the Budget system was in existence, it was General
Lord who prepared the appropriation bills for the War De-
partment. His experience, his sympathies, his background,
and his atfitude all support the belief that he would not de-
prive the Army of a single cent or a single dollar that it
actually needed. So rany appropriation over and in addition
to the Budget Bureau's recommendation can not be sustained,
can not be supported, and which I charge are absolutely un-
necessary and wasteful. In this instance it is only $5,000,
but the next amendment which I shall offer will present the
real test.

I would like to hear what the committee has to say in justi-
fication of adding seven or eight million dollars to this bill. In
one breath the officers who appeared before the committee tell
you that they need 3,000 men, and in the next breath they
tell you they have over 7,000 desertions a year, If they would
only exercise a little common sense in their recruiting service
they could cut down the desertions and more than make up for
the 3,000 men thiey now ask for.

In one breath they tell you that they have horses 30 years of
age and need more horses, and yet there is not a Member here
on the floor of the House who does not know that we have
sold hundreds of thousands of horses since 1919.

Mr. BARBOUR. That was seven years ago.

Mr. LAGUARDIA., That was seven yeiars ago. How could
you possibly have a 30-year old horse in the service?

Mr. BARBOUR. Some of them were in the service hefore
the seven years.

Mr. HASTINGS. Why does the gentleman seek to reduce
the amount $4,5007

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is in aecordance with the Budget
estimate on this item. a

Mr. HASTINGS. I did not understand that.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And there is nothing in the hearings, I
want to say to the gentleman, that justifies this inerease exeept
it is just “deuces wild " all the way through this bill.

Mr. BLANTON. Where did the gentleman get that term?
[Laughter.]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. From Congress—I have been here 10
years—or perhaps in the Army; I do not know which;
[Laughter.]

Mr. BARBOUR. My, Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment. Y

I will state that this $4,500 was put in this item to provide
three clerks to assist in taking eare of the work of the Organized
Reserves in the office of the Chief of Staff, It was represented
to our committee that this is very necessary work. At this
time it is done by eclerks who are regularly on other duty.
General Summerall made a statement before the Committee on
Military Affairs which, I think, entirely explains this particular
increase of $4,500, and, if the committee will pardon me, I will
read it, because it explains just exactly what this is for, in
General Summerall’s own language. He says:

But there has been growing a very widespread feeling that they
need an agency or a representative, an executive in the War Depart-
ment specifically for them,

He is speaking of the Organized Reserves.

A few years ago when the movement started no one quite knew
what it would develop into and how far it would go, but it has
responded to our hopes In a most gratifying way. 1 think we have
a body of men in this country in the Reserve Corps that is incom-
parably the finest element the Government has ever had for its
national defense. It has a healthy attitude of citizenship toward the
Government. In response to thelr desire, as well as to meet what we
belleve to be a real nceessity of administration, the War Department is
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going to establish such a representative or executive. He will be
under the Chief of Staff and he will deal with the general staff sec-
tions in The Adjutant General's Officc as the officer now at the corps
area headquarters. The officer at corps area headquarters who repre-
gente the Heserve Corps deals with a corresponding agency there. They
will need some elerieal help and I apprehend it js golng to become a
very important office. It is not a bureau like the Militin Bureau and
never will be and shonld never be, because the reserves are a part of
the Regular Army, but they are a distinet part and I believe we nced
right off three clerks to carry on that work. - 8o I ask for §4,600 for
the employment of these clerks in the office of Chief of Staff in con-
nection with the establishment of this agency for the Ofiicers’ Reserve
Corps.

This was the purpose, I will state to the gentleman, of put-
ting this $4,600 additional in this item—to provide for these
three clerks.

Mr., VINSON of Kentucky, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes,

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. As a matter of fact, there will be
four less men employved than at present; is not that correct?

Mr. BARBOUR, The same number, if the amendment does
not prevail.

Mr, VINSON of Kentucky. At page 61 of the hearings that
is very clearly developed. There are 131 employed now, and
there will be 127 employed under this bill.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman will yield, how many
civilian employees have they now?

Mr. BARBOUR. In the office of Chief of Staff?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. BARBOUR. We have 130 at the present time, and the
estimates provide for 127,

AMr. LAGUARDIA. And now how many more will this $4,500
provide?

Mr. BARBOUR. This will provide for about threc more, or
a total of 130.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman does not mean to contend
that three clerks more or less in the office of the Chief of Staff
will mean the salvation or destruction of our Army?

Mr. BARBOUR. O, no; I do not contend that, but it will
be a great convenience to the Organized Reserves and a real
benefit in the administration of that activity.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So says Summerall.

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. ALLGOOD. What is the Dudget's idea with regard to
this increase?

AMr. BARBOUR. The Budget did not make any recommenda-
tion with regard to this. It was brought to the attention of
the commitiee by the Chief of Staff. It is a small matter and
an administrative matter. We were satisfied that these clerks
would serve a good purpose there, and we recommended the
appropriation of the $4,600 to prmlde them.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I think in considering the
general increases in this bill, where the amount goes over the
amount recommended by the Bndget, consideration ought to be
given to what such increases represent.

The Budget rednced the Organized Reserves from 18,000
men in training to 12,000 men in training, and this bill simply
restores the organized men in training to the 18,000 which was
approved in the aet of 1927. This accounts for one of the large
increases.

The next large increase is for the Air Service, The Members
of the Congress will recall the debate here on the Air Service
and the necessity that was shown to the Congress for increased
appropriations for this service.

Another large increase is in regard to the National Guard.
The Bureau of the Budget, in deflance of the provisions of the
national defense act, reduced the number of drills for the
National Guard each year and also reduced the number of
days they should be in camp.

Then the Budget again reduced the size of the Army to
115,000 men, including in it the additional men that Congress
had said would be mnecessary for a proper Air Service. We
simply restored the Army to the size that the act of 1927
required and which perhaps the gentleman from New York
himself voted for only a few months ago.

So it seems to us that when the several items are consid-
ered it will be shown that we have not really transgressed the
policy Congress has so often agreed to.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentieman yield for a question?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I understand the committee has put the
National Guard back where the Congress said it should be
and have provided ample appropriations for that purpose?
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Mr. HARRISON. We have restored the Natlonal Guard
to exactly where the Congress has again and again said it
should be put.

Mr. ABERNETHY. 1 want to say I think the committee
is to be commended for that action,

Mr. HARRISON. We have also restored the Organized
Reserves in a similar way

Mr. ABERNETHY. I thinL the committee is to be com-
mended for that,

Mr., HARRISON, We have also restored in the same way
the item for training in ecivilian military camps, which the
Budget Burean eliminated.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I am in thorough accord with the gen-
tleman and with the committee.

Mr. HARRISON. We have written the 1927 act. When we
have gone over the Budget and preserved the policy that we
have adopted for years and which the gentleman from New
York has probably voted for,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

ADJUTANT GENERAL’'S DEPARTMEXNT
CONTINGENCIES, HEADQUARTEHRS OF MILITARY DEPARTMENTS, ETC,

For contingent expenses at the headquarters of the several terri-
torial departments, corps areins, armies, territorial districts, tactical
corps, divislons, and brigades, Including the Staff Corps serving thereat,
being for the purchasze of the necessary articles of office, tollet, and desk
furniture, stationery, ice, and potable water for office use, binding,
maps, technical books of rcferemce, professional and technical news-
papers and periodicals, payment for which may be made in advance,
and police utensils, to be alloted by the Sccretary of War, and to be
expended in the discretion of the commanding officers of the several
military departments, corps areas, distrlcts, armies, and tactical com-
mands, $4,600.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that I may speak out of order for 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the
House, realizing that there is a serious situation that might
become more serious in the country south of the Rio Grande, I
shall be guarded in my statements here to-day. 1 want to
say that we who live along the Rio Grande have as our
neighbors the Mexican people on the other side. Our interests,
comimercinlly, demand that we go along with those people
amicably and friendly, for they are our neighbors and we
think we understand them. We wish them well and stand ready
to aid them in all legitimate undertakings.

Now, a great deal has been said about the prospects of a
war with Mexico. I want to state to you that our people are
not anticipating any war with Mexico and neither are the
Mexican people anticipating any war with the United States.
[Applause.] As proof of that I submit a statement from
Alberto D. Almeida, mayor of Juarez:

J. Har.ilton Lewls did not know what he was tnlking about when
he said Mexico wants a war with the United States. Nothing could
be further from our minds,

He is the spokesman of the Mexican people in the north
and reflects the sentiment of General Calles, so I understand.

Gen. Roman Lopez, commander of the Juarez military gar-
rison, says:

While papers In the United States are daily announcing revolutions
in Mexico, we in this country know nothing about them, except what
we read in the papers. There will be no revolution in this country.

Now, gentlemen, I want to say to my good friend from the
Shenandoah Valley, Judge ITarmison, who made a statement
a few days ago which, is reported in the Recorp, as follows:

The facts which are set out in these editorials, which are not denied,
plainly indicate that the wishes of the Nicaraguan people have been
overruled by American bayonets and that an unjust bullying attitude
has been assumed toward Mexico,

Who is bullying Mexico to-day? I want to ask my very good
friend from Virginia, wlen he says that this Government is
bullying Mexico, where is the evidence? The protection of
Americans in Mexico is not bullying—where is the bullying of
Mexico?

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman will find it in the message
of the I’resident of the United States and the utterances of the
Secretary of State.
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Mr. HUDSPETH. I have read the message of the President
of the United States, and I want to say to my good friend that
I, as a man who has lived there all his life, can not see any
bullying when this Government simply protects the rights of
American people. That is Americanism, and when that is done I
am going to indorse the policy of this Government, [Applause.]
That is Americanism, and I put Americanism ahead of my
Democracy. [Applause.] I want to say that as long as the
Government pursues a just policy to these people down there
there is no bullying and there will be no war with Mexico.

I do not want war with Mexico and my people do not want
war with Mexico; because they are our neighbors and friends,
A firm policy and protection of Americans will prevent war.
Mind you, I do not say property; I do not put property on a
parity with the lives of American people.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Does the gentleman think there has
been no bullying in Niearagua?

Mr, HUDSPETH. I do not; and I will tell you why. You
asked me a question and I am going to tell you why there has
been no bullying in Nicaragua. They had an election there in
the fall of 1924, and Solorzano was elected president and
Sacasa vice president. Then Chamorro, who has been strong
down there in bringing forth revolutions, captured the citadel
of Manaugua and finally forced Solorzano to vacate, and at the
same time he forced Sacasa to vacate his office. Then, I want
my friend to follow me, and also the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Lozier], who nods his head so wisely and talks so much
about bullying in Nacaragua., Follow me and let me tell you
what happened. What did they do? Chamorro was declared
the President de facto of Nicaragua.

Mr. LOZIER. After he had expelled Sacasa at the point of
the bayonet.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Oh, let me answer the gquestion, and an-
swer gentlemen one at a time. If you give me time, I will take
on every one of you. [Laughter.] What did they do? They
had elected a congress in 1924, and no one will say that that
was not a constitutional congress. No one here will deny that
they were elected as the constitution of Nicaragua provides.
Chamorro came in and he expelled 18 members and then a
revolution broke out, which he was able to suppress. Then an-
other revolution came along, which he was not able to suppress,
and he had to abdicate and turn it over to Uriza, and matters
got so warm for Uriza that he had to move out. What did they
do then? They put back those 18 members that they had ex-
pelled, those same men who had been elected as the constitution
provides, and then that Congress elected Dinz as the constitu-
tional President of Nicaragua, as the constitution of that coun-
try provides. [Applause on the Republican side.] Then this
Government recognized the man who was constitutionally
elected President of the Republic of Nicaragua, and what did
they do then?

Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUDSPETIH. Oh, just a minute. I have not finished
with the gentleman from New York yet. What did they do?
Solorzano, who was always the friend of the American people,
when he had to leave—and I suppose he was forced to leave at
the point of the bayonet—went to his friends in the United
States, and he now resides in San Francisco; and he has said
that he is not going back there to foment any revolution and
will not return until the expiration of the term of the man
Diaz, who has been constitutionally elected President. But
where did Sacasa go? If he was the friend of the American
people why did he not come back to them? He was educated
over here in Georgetown Medical College, and at Columbia Uni-
versity. Where did he go? He went just as straight as
that proverbial Indian ever walked, right into the arms of
his muy amigo, compafiero y compadre, Plutarco Elias Calles,
his friend, the President of Mexico. If he is the friend,
as he claims to be, of the American people, why did not Sacasa,
when he was forced away, come back to them? I can imagine,
I can see him approaching Calles, and going into his arms, his
saying que viva el Presidente Calles—long live President Calles,
my friend who will put me back on the throne in Nicaragua,
and I can see Calles as he spreads those sinewy arms around
Sacasa and prints the Latin kiss upon his brow and hear
him saying, *“ You have come back to your friend, and we will
support you with the bayonets of the Mexican Government.”
You know I could never have much respect for one grown man
kissing another grown man. That is what happened. Why
should we not recognize the man who was constitutionally
elected president of that country, and who is the friend of the
American people?

Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes.
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Mr. LOZIER. Will the gentleman assert that the election
of Diaz was the exercise of the free power of the Congress of
Niearagua? Does not the gentleman know that Chamorro twice
offered to resign if the United States and Nicaragua were
content with the election of Diaz, and does not the gentleman
know that Dinz was the creature of the interests and the
factions that were behind Chamorro, and that his election
was the result of military pressure upon the Congress of
Nicaraguna?

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman from Texas does not know
anything of the kind, and neither does the distinguished gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Lozikr]. I know that Diaz is to-day
the constitutionally elected President of the Republie of Nica-
ragua.

The CHAIRMAN.
has expired.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for 10 minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? .

There was no objection.

Mr. LOZIER. Does the gentleman deny that the Associated
Press carried twice in September and October a proposition
from Chamorro to resign if the United States and the people
of Nicaraguna would consent to the election of Diaz as Presi-
dent of Niearagua?

Mr. HUDSPETH. I am contending to-day that Diaz is the
constitutionally elected President of the Republic of Nicaragua,
and the gentleman can not successfully contradict this state-
ment, and I will quote the constitution of Nicaragua as my
authority. The distinguished Senator from Idaho [Mr, Boram]
who so ably presented this matter at the other end of the Capi-
tol the other day said that the whole thing hinged on the defini-
tion of the word “falta” The distinguislied Senator said that
the word “falta" did not mean absent. The constitution of
the Republic of Nicaragun says:

Elegir cada afio dos designados, que por su orden, deban ejercer In
Presidencia de la Repiblica, cuando ocurra falta absoluta o temporal
del Presidente y Vicepresidente.

The distinguished Senator may be, and doubtless is, a better
Spanish scholar than I am, and I am sure that he is a better
English scholar ; but if the word “ falta,” according to the Spanish
dictionaries that I have studied, is not the proper word for
the word “absent,” then I have used it on many occasions in
a false sense, because I stood before my Mexican-American
constituents and voters many times and have exhorted them to
flee from the wrath to come if they ever voted the Republican
ticket, and I would say to them, * Cuidado mucho, muchachos,
que ningn hombre falte en el dia de la elecciton, que votari el
Boleto Demoeriitico,” which, translated into English, is: * Look
out muech, boys, that no man is absent on the day of the
election who will vote the Democratic ticket.” [Laughter,] If
“falta " does not mean “absent,” for many years I have used
it in the wrong sense and in an improper way. 1f it does
mean ‘‘absent,” then the Constitution says that a default
or an absence from the country of the President or Viece Presi-
dent, whether forced nway or not, that the Congress that has
been constitutionally elected chooses a designate, and they did
choose a designate—Diaz—and he is the constitutionally elected
President of the Republic of Niearagua to-Gay.

Mr, JACOBSTEIN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUDSPETH. I will

Mr. JACOBSTHEIN. The gentleman very wisely distinguished
between the protection of human life and property.

Mr. HUDSPETH, I do not put property on a parity with
human life, and I am talking about American lives, you will
understand,

Mr., JACOBSTEIN. Does the gentleman honestly believe
that any American lives were at stake in Nicaragua?

Mr. HUDSPETH. 1 do.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Can the gentleman give any evidence
of it?

Mr. HUDSPETH. If the gentleman had seen one of these
revolutions in Latin America as I have seen, not only one but
many ; if the gentleman had seen 17 of his citizens shot down
while they were pursuing their lawful and peaceful ocenpations
in my beloved home city, El Paso, when General Madero at-
tacked Juarez; would the gentleman think American lives that
happen to get in the way of one of those revolutionist's guns
were safe? [Applause,]

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. The gentleman would have American
troops there, then, all the time?

Mr. HUDSPETH. As long as American lives are in jeop-
ardy ; yes, sir, I would.

The time of the gentleman from Texas
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Mr. JACOBSTEIN. T agree with my Texas friend.

Mr. HUDSPETH. And going a little further, I would keep
them as long as there was any imminent danger. [Applause.]

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. There is always that imminent danger
in Central America, South America, and Mexico.

Mr, HUDSPETH. YWhen there ig a revolution.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. But the gentleman would have Ameri-
can troops there all the time.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I would as long as there was any danger.
I would keep them as long as ihere was any danger to the
lives of Americans; and I want to say to my handsome friend
from New York that there will be no war as long as we pursue
a firm policy as we are now pursuing. Who first sent the
marines to South Ameriea?

That great Democrat, Grover Cleveland, in 1895 sent the
marines to Panama fto protect the lives of Americang and their
property—one of our greatest Democrats. Talk about war
with Mexico., We will not have any and we do not want any.
I think T will just relate a little incident; it will probably do
you gome good. My friend the géntleman from New York says
he wants information. All right. I will give it to him. On
the 19th of June, 1886, they were going to execute an Ameri-
can by the name of Cutting in the town of Juarez, Mexico.
He was a newspaper man in El Paso and had written an edi-
torial criticizing a Mexican army officer in Juarez. HHe went
across the river and they threw him in one of the vilest dun-
geons that ever infested and disgraced any country. They
appealed to the Mexican commander and the authorities in
Juarez first, although this article had been written on this
side of the river in the United States and had been published
in his paper. The Mexican authority replied, “ We are going
to shoot him.” The Secretary of State of the United States
took it up with the Secretary of Fomento in Mexico COity,
The reply again came back “ Cutting has transgressed against
our Government and weé are going to deal with him according
to our laws "—which meant death or long confinement. The
President then lssued an order—or his Secretary of War—to
General Shafter at San Antonio and said, “ Take your regiments
to El Paso, with your big guns, at once.” This was done, and
they were planted on the hills where I live and overlooking
the town of Juarez. The day before the 10th of June, or the
evening before, General Shafter called upon the Mexican eom-
mander and said, *Deliver this man up at 12 o'clock high
noon on the 19th or I will level every adobe in the town of
Juarez by 2 o'clock on that day.” Now, mind you, I am speak-
ing from memory and I may not be absolutely exact as to
dates and the exact language that was said. But in the main
I am correct as to what transpired. 1 was a very small boy
in those days, but I remember the people and the newspapers
throughout the United States said war with Mexico was
inevitable.

Next morning the Mexican commander in Juarez looked
across the river and saw those blue boys over there—they were
uniformed in blue then—and he said, “It looks like those
gringos mean business.” By 11 o'clock General Shafter moved
his troops to the international bridge, and in a few moments
they saw an escort of Mexican Cavalry coming down the
Mexican street toward the bridge. Then the Mexican officials
came down and delivered Mr. Cutting at 11.30 o'clock on the
international bridge, and there was no war. [Applause.] -

My colleague from Texas [Mr. Branton], as I understand
from the Recorp, said those Americans down there pay no taxes
in this country and we owe them no protection. The oil mag-
nates, he refers to. The gentleman used to represent the
distriet, in part, which I now represent, and he knows the con-
ditions there, and I will say to him that there is $10 invested
in Mexico to-day by Americans—good Americans, who own
ranches, livestock, mines, and so forth—to $1 that is invested
in oil. Those men live in this country and pay taxes in this
counfry. They are the men I am talking for to-day, and they
are the men in whose behalf I am asking that this Govern-
ment maintain a firm policy. This House should back up a
policy of that kind,

Mr. BLANTON. Having represented those people along 400
miles of the Mexican border, and knowing the Mexicans as I
do, I was one of the few Democrats, when President Coolidge’s
message was read, who stood up on this floor and supported
the President, believing such action would tend to keep us out
of war, for I would not permit the President to lead me into
a war with Mexico.

Mr. HUDSPETH, © Well, then Judge, I had you wrong in
that respect. I was golug by what I saw in the REcorp a few
days after the President’'s message was read. I am glad the
gentlemau knows the true conditions across the Rio Grande and
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will stand with me in support of a firm policy by this Govern-
ment that will protect Americans and their property down
there.

Gentlemen, do you remember the Polvis and Glen Springs
incident down there? Those bandits had been coming across
those blind trails and murdering onr people, burned their
houses, killed the son of Ed Nevill, raided the ranch of Luke
Bright, murdered some of Bright’s men.

Our soldiers went in there and killed those men, and since
that hour, from that time until this, there has not been a single
outbreak of that kind. You have got to pursue a firm policy
down there. [Applause.]

I know them; I have never been unfriendly to them on the
other side of the Rio Grande. I know my people do not
want war, and we are not going to have war so long as
this firm American poliey is pursued. I do not think much of
a man who says we should not send our Army in there to
protect American lives and property. I have told you of the
incident that happened in 1886, when a Democrat, Grover
Cleveland, was President and- another great Democrat was
Secretary of State. They enforced that American policy then.
The same poliey I hope and trust is being enforced to-day.

Mr., MOORE of Virginia. Does the gentleman say:

Mr. HUDSPETH. I do not say that they are going down
there to protect every American dollar that is invested, but T
say we ought to protect Americans wherever they may Dbe
when they are beliaving themselves and obeying the laws of
the country where they live. That is true American doctrine;
not necessarily the Monroe doctrine, but it is an American
policy, established by Grover Cleveland. [Applause.] And
which all Americans should support regardless of party
affiliation.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has again expired.

Mr. HUDSPETH.
more?

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the reqguest of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. MANSFIELD. And Woodrow Wilson also sent marines
into Mexico to capture Vera Cruz.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes. And I did and do now indorse his
action. It has been said that American troops should not have
been sent under General Pershing into Chihuwahun after Villa
when he sacked the American town of Columbus and murdered
our citizens. That was done by President Wilson. That was
done by our President, although certain gentlemen on my side
sa;y they did not approve sending our troops into Mexico after
Villa.

I do, and I am not an imperialist by any means. I say
emphatically I do not want this country of mine to take a clod
of dirt or an acre of land from Mexico. But when she invites
American capital to invest in her country she should extend
protection ; if not, we should.

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
there? 3

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes.

Mr, STEVENSON. The gentleman will remember, too, that
when the British Empire undertook to take charge of Vene-
zuela customhouses an American President, Grover Cleveland,
sent in warships and stopped if.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes. I thank my friend for reminding me
of that incident, Whether it is a Republican from Vermont in
the Yhite IHouse, a Democrat from New Jersey, a Non-
partisan Leaguer from North Dakota, or a Farm-Laborite from
Minnesota, if he clings to Americanism and protects the lives
and property of Americans, I am going to support him. I again
say to my colleagues on this floor, in instances of this kind I
put my Americanism ahead of my Democracy. [Great ap-
plause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

MILITARY FPOST EXCHANOES

For continuing the construction, equipment, and malntenance of
suitable buildings at military posts and stations, for the conduoct of
the post exchange, school, reading, lunch, and amusement rooms; for
the conduct and maintenance of libraries, including periodicals and
other publications, and subscriptions for newspapers for which pay-
ment may be made in advance, service eclubs, chapels, and gymnasiuoms,
including repairs to bunildings erected at private cost, In the operation
of the act approved May 31, 1902, and ineloding salaries and travel
for civilians employed In the hostess and library services, and for
transportation of books and equipment for these services; for the

Mr. Chairman, may I have two minutes
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rental of fillms, purchase of slides for and making repairs to moving-
pletore outfits and for similar and other recreational purposes at
training and mobilization camps now established, or which may be
hereafter established, $064,140.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word,

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I want to comment on the fact that the
committee has ignored the Budget in this case and reduced the
Budget $10 on this item. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read.

FINANCE DEPARTMENT
PAY, ETC., OF THE ARMY

For pay of officers of the line and staff, §29,843,800; pay of officers,
Nationnl Guard, $100; pay of warrant officers, $2,103,084; aviation
increase to commissioned and warrant officers of the Army, $1,307,624;
additional pay to officers for length of service, $6,303,398; pay of
enlisted men of the line and staff, not including the Philippine Scouts,
$£490,148,803, and, In addition, unobligated balances under the following
appropriations are reappropriated In amounts not to exceed those set
after each of such appropriations: Clothing and equipage, 1925,
$45,000 ; barracks and quarters, 1925, $35,000; printing and binding,
War Department, 1925, $50,000; salaries, Adjutant General's office,
1025, $80,000; floance service, 1926, $80,000; Organized Reserves,
1926, $50,000; incidental expenses of the Army, 1026, $80,000; Army
transportation, 1926, $80,000; land, Fort Bliss, Tex., 1926, $275,000;
pay of Military Academy, 1926, $3,901; in all, $808,061; pay of
enlisted men of National Guard, $100; aviation increase to enlisted
men of the Army, $400,000; pay of the enlisted men of the Phillppine
Scouts, $938,060; additional pay for length of service to enlisted men,
$2,721,187 ; pay of the officers on the retired list, $7,387,271; increased
pay to retlred officers on active duty, $210,000; pay of retired en-
listed men, $9,743,250 ; increased pay and allowances of retired enlisted
men on active doty, $10,000; pay of retired pay clerks, $6,750; pay
of retired veterinarians, $3,670; pay of not to exceed 65 civil-service
messengers at $1,080 each at headquarters of the several territorial
departments, corps areas, Army and corps headquarters, territorial
districts, tactleal divisions and brigades, service schools, camps, and
ports of embarkation and debarkation, $68,040; pay and allowances
of contract surgeons, $10,000; pay of nurses, $757,960; pay of hos-
pital matrons, $600; rental allowances, Including allowances for
guarters for enlisted men on duty where public gquarters are not avall-
able, $6,2705,602; subsistence allowances, $5,806,049; Interest on sol-
‘diers' deposists, $75,000; payment of exchange by officers serving in
foreign countries, and when specially authorized by the Becretary of
War, by officers disbursing funds pertaining to the War Department,
when serving in Alaska, and all foreign money received shall be
charged to and paid ont by disbursing officers of the Army at the
legal valuation fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, $1,000; addi-
tional pay to officers below the grade of major required to be mounted
and who furnish their own mounts, $196,000; in all, $123,449,138; and
the money herein appropriated for * Pay, etc., of the Army " shall be
accounted for as one: fund.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, 1 offer an amendment, I
have several amendments to offer.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA: Page 10, line 9, strike out
549,145,803 and Insert in lieu thereof $49,041,114, and strike out the
balance of line 9 and all of lines 10 to 19, both Inclusive, and the figures
$808,961 in line 20."

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, only a few seconds ago
the Republicans in this House cheered and stood up and ap-
plauded the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. Hubp-
sPETH] because he had made an eloquent address to support the
President of the United States. Now you Republicans stand
up and cheer to this:

Tae WHiTE House,
Washington, January 5, 1921,

My Dear Me. FrExcH: This 1s to assure you when I send a Dudget
to Congress it represents my best judgment, and that I feel it my duty
to defend and support it, which I do at all times unless I send up a
supplemental estimate.

Now stand up and cheer. [Cries of “ Hooray!"”] For four
years the leaders of this House have been bullyragging me for
not supporting the President. Now you are deserting the
President because four or five uniforms have come down here
and bulldozed you. [Cries of * Hooray!"]
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There is no justification for the increased appropriations in
this bill, and when the farm relief bill comes in or any other
bill comes in and you leaders stand up and urge the President’s
finanecial program you will not have a leg to stand on,

Why, gentlemen, this paragraph provides for an Army of
118,750, when the President’s financial program, the policy of
the administration, and the Budget Bureau’s recommendation
are based on an Army of 115,000 men. Because General Sum-
merall came in you all shifted. I know the general. He is a
good soldier. But of late he has been making speeches all over
New York. General Summerall appeared before the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, and do you know what he said?
He said it is the Army that maintains our constitutional form
of government. I deny that. I do not believe there is a man
on the floor of this House with any judgment who would stand
up and say that our constitutional form of government is main-
tained by the brute force of an army. That shows the Army
attitude., There is no limit to the Army's demand and
pretensions.

In this paragraph the committee has not only increased the
amount recommended but has reappropriated $808,961 that
ought to go into the general fund for the reduction of taxes,
all because General Summerall says he wants an Army of
118,750. I will tell you where you can pick up 3,000 men.
Take the 3,000 soldiers who are to-day wheeling baby carriages
for the oflicers at the several posts—3,000 dog robbers—and
let them render the military services they are supposed to be
rendering and there will be no need of more men. You ean
pick up 3,000 men there if you want to provide for additional
men to justify 12,000 officers.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes,

Mr. BLANTON. The trouble is in the conflict between the
President’s policy and the policy of the TiLsoN-BEGG-LONGWORTH
combination,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not know where the trouble is, and
I am not on the inside to know, but I do know that in this one
item you have an addition of $916,650.

At the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress the Military
Affairs Committee brought out an appropriation bill providing
for an Army of 500,000 men.

The CHAIRMAN,. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for five additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks

 unanimous consent to proceed for five additional minutes. Is

there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I offered an amendment, gentleman, to
reduce that number to 300,000. The distinguished gentleman
from Vermont, now the Senator from Vermont [Mr. GREENE],
and the distinguished chairman of the committee, the lamented
and beloved Julius Kahn, stood up and said, *“ Oh, the country
will go to ruin if we do not have 500,000 men. The Army will
go to pieces.” But the House approved my amendment; we
reduced the Army from 500,000 to 300,000. That was on June
11, 1919, and nothing very terrible has happened to the country
or to the Army.

Your addition here of $916,650 and your addition in the next
item is simply money wasted that need not be appropriated.
The Army will not suffer if we keep to the Budget figures. I
suppose you are going to vote this down, but I serve notice now
that I am going to use every proper parlinmentary means to
block the unnecessary appropriations contained in this bill

Mr. BLANTON. But you can not do it

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, we can make the record. We can
at least remind our colleagues when they urge us to support
the President on some of their pet measures or to defeat some
necessary and useful welfare measure—we will just remind this
side of the IHouse of their attitude on this bill,

Mr. WEFALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. !

Mr., WEFALD. Is the gentleman's amendment for the pur-
pose of carrying out the wishes of the President?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think it is; yes.

Mr. WEFALD. I will say to the gentleman that the Presi-
dent selects some queer spokesmen on the floor of this House
now. [Laughter.]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I ean say this to the gentleman, that as
to this proposition, taking the views of the most radical Mem-
ber of this House and those of the most conservative man who
ever occupied the White House, the middle-of-the-way men of
the House should not hesitate to follow.
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Mr, WEFALD. The gentleman and I have
President.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. O, surely.

Mr. SCHAFER., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr., SCHAFER. Are we to understand that the Socialist
Party is supporting the President?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not speak for the Socialist Party,
nor do I speak for the I’resident. The gentleman from Mil-
waukee is an expert on the subject. Now, gentlemen, the test
is right here on this item, where you provide for 118,750 men
instead of 115,000, and where you go over $1,000,000 above the
necessiry requirements. I want to emphasize that. This is all
window dressing. I think I know something about the Army,
because I was raised on an Army post swhen our officers were

‘ soldiers. To-day they are after-dinner speechmakers, going
around the country making speeches. They must be very elo-
guent or they would not have been able to put it over on the
Committee on Appropriations. However, they did not do it on
the naval subcommittee, and we stood by the naval subcom-
mittee. But all through this bill you will find it is simply
loaded with unnecessary appropriations, and the bill, gentle-
men, does not contain the $5,000,000 for new gquarters that is
going to come in within a few days, because yesterday weé
anthorized the building of quarters and repairing of quarters
at the various posts. So to this bill you have to add $5,000,000
maore,

I want to urge, with alI seriousness, the adoption of this
amendment. It will maintain the Army at the basis of 115,000
men. It will save about $7,000,000 at least. It will be in accord
with the President's finaneial program. It will make available
this $7,000,000 or $8,000,000 for useful purposes, and I ask
that you vote for the amendment.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, T rise in opposition to the
amendment. I simply want to say in answer to the gentleman
that the amounts provided in this section of the bill and to
which the amendment is directed will provide for 11,961 officers
and 118,750 men. That is practically where the Army is to-day.
There may be a small variation, because the total enlisted and
officer strength is continually changing from time to time, This
has been the policy of Congress expressed in the War Depart-
ment appropriation bills which Congress has passed during the
last four years, We are not to any extent going beyond what
Congress has already declared for and laid down as its policy.
We are simply continuing the Army for the year 19"8 at the
strength provided for the year 1927, '

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow me to call his
attention to the fact that this is really a reduction of 1,248
men, beeause that number have been included for the Air Service.

Mr. BARBOUR, The gentleman from Virginia is guite cor-
rect, The first increment of the Air Corps, which the Air Corps
VLill provided should be in addition fo the authorized strength
of the Army, is included in this number,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentlemun yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman does not want to leave the
impression that when I stated that this is over and above the
recommendation of the Budget that I was incorrect, does he?

Mr. BARBOUR. I did not say that. I say we are carrying
forward in this bill the policy which the Congress had declared
for the last four years, and we are not a bit beyond that policy.
We are simply carrying into 1028 what 'we are doing in 1927.
Whether the gentleman from New York voted for this 1927
program or not I do not know, but the House certainly did vote
for it by a very large majority a year ago, when the Army
appropriation bill was before us.

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

I think it is proper here, Mr. Chairman, to read a little
extract from the President’s Trenton speech, and T commend it
to every Republican here:

Washington and the patriots of his day wanted peace. We want
peace. They found it was necessary to mnke suacrifices in order to
secure it. We can not escape the corresponding sacrifices, sometimes
for the purpose of providing adequate national defense sometimes
through {internationnl covenants by lmiting the scope of our milltary
forces. I do not belleve we can advance the policy of peace by a
return to the policy of competitive armaments. While I favor an
udequate Army and Navy, I am opposed to any effort to militarize
thia Natlon. :

stood by thg

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—IOUSE

1895

In natlons, individoals have their edunferpart As we can expect
some help from domestic Iaws, so we can expect some belp from in-
ternational covenants. While each represents the best that bumanity
can do at thig time, neither in itself is sufficient. As it iz necessary
to change the heart of the individual, so it is necessary to chiange the
heart of nations. This bhas often been referred to as moral disarma-
ment,

Altogether too much of international relationship is based on fear.
Nations rejoice in the fact that they have the courage to fight each
other. When will the time come that they have the courage to trust
each other?

I commend this noble sentiment., [Applause.]

The world has been striving to advance in this direction, to discard
the old theory of relying entirely on foree and to adopt the methods of
relying more on reason. We are in danger of slipping back into the old
formula, The habit and tradition of sges call us in that dircction,
We can not -establish the new principle unless we are willing to
make some sacrifices, unless we are willing to put some courage into
our convictions. * * * [ bLelieve we are strong enough amdl brave
enough to resist another domination eof the world by the military
gpirit through our own independent action,

I am very glad to stand by the President. I stood hy him
in the eruiser program; I will stand by him here to retain the
strength of the Army at 115,000 instead of favoring the pro—
posed increase of 3,750 men. [Applause.]

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to tlle
pro forma amendment. ;

The committee will not deny that this bill adds 3,750 men
additdonal to the present strength under the last appropriation
bill.

The amendment of the gentleman from New York [Ml
LAGUARDIA] merely does away with that exeess allowanee. It
merely holds the strength of the Army to the last appropriation
bill, its present strength, and does not permit these 3,760 men
to be added; is not that true?

Mer. . BARBOUR. The enlisted strength approprimed for
in the-1927 appropriation bill was 118,760 men. After that
appropriation bill was passed we then passed the Air Corps
act, which provided for

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not want the gentleman,
to take up all my time.

Mr. BARBOUR. The gentleman asked for 1nformaiion and
I was endeavoring to give him the information he asked for.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman will not admit it, but it is
the fact nevertheless.

Mr, CLAGUH. No; it is not the fact.

Mr. BLANTON. T simply wanted the gentleman to admit
that one fact.

Mr. CLAGUE. What is the fact that the gentleman waats
admitted?

Mr. BLANTON. I want the gentleman to admit that he is
exceeding in the appropriation the estimate of the Budget in
order to pay for 3,750 men; is not that so?

Mr. DICKINSON of Iown. Yes; but not an increase over
last year.

Mr. BLANTON. The Budget, which speaks finaneially for
the President, recommended 3,750 enlisted men less than this
bill provides for. There is the question involved. It is a
straight-out question of whether or not we are going to pro-
vide these 3,750 extra men m'er and above the Bureau of the
Budget estimate.

I am gcing to stand by the President.

Mr, WURZBACH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I yicld to my colleague, who has just gotten
his post office in San Antonio. I commend him. [Launghter
and applause.] He is growing with the administration because
they have given him something, the first thing he has ever
gotten out of his administration sinee he has been the sole,
Repubiican Member of Congress from the Lone Star State
of Texas. I commend him. He was entitled to it and ought to
have had it.

Mr. WURZBACH. Has the gentleman from Texas decided to
surrender all of the constitufional appropriating power of this
Congress to the Budget Bureau or to the President?

Mr. BLANTON. DNo; I have not, because if the Budget had
recommended what the committee has recommended, I would
vote against the Budget. It is only when the Budget uses some
common sense and sane economy that I stand with the Budget.
In this instance they have used sane economy, but the com-
mittee is going to vote against them, and the committee is going
to vote against the President, becanse there g a new régime
here on the floor of the House. There is an election time com-
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ing next year for President of the United States, and there is
a new combination being formed here on the floor to oust the
President from the White House and put somebody else In.
We all know it. Why do we not face it?

Mr. CLAGUB. Does the gentleman from Texas think that
85 cents is enough for food for boys in the Army when the
Navy gets 51 cents and the marines 51 cents? Does the gentle-
man think that the increase to give the boys 40 cents is too
much, and is the gentleman going to vote against that?

Mr. BLANTON. No; I do not. I will answer that. The
reason for the difference between the Navy and the Army is
that the naval rations cost more as they are mostly provided
for on ship far away from land, and the Army rations are pro-
cured on land where there is a close market and they ean be
furnished much cheaper than they can at sea. The same food
costs the Navy more to serve that it does the Army. The Budget
had common sense when it did that, I do not object, however,
to the provision that gives the boys better food, as I want to
give them the best possible food that money can buy, and I shall
vote for that provision in the bill.

Mr. WEFALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. WEFALD. I want to call attention to the fact that the
inerease is called for because canned food is so much higher.

Mr. BLANTON. Obh, I am going to vote for that provision,
but I am not going to vote for these extra 3,750 men that we do
not need and which are against the program of the President.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that my friend
from Texas [Mr. Braxrtox] is unduly exercised. My friend
from Texas is a good man, and I believe in him. The question
of proper food for the Army is a vital one, and it is not a
waste of money. I want to say to my friend from Texas and
others who oppose this

Mr. BLANTON. I am not opposed to that.

Mr. QUIN. In justice to the Army that the boys who wear
the uniform on land ought to have the same amount of rations
as the sailors or the marines. This part of the appropriation
bill that provides additional rations goes into this bill by the
consent of the Military Committee that had hearings on the
question. Thirty-five cents a day for rations in the Army is
not enough, and it ought to be made up to that of the boys in
the Navy. Surely no man who is acquainted with the prices
of food would object to this amount in order to give them sufli-
cient food, in order to give them a reasonable amount of food
necessary to sustain life so that when he gets through the
service in the Army he will go out as a citizen well equipped,
strong, and vigorous, with plenty of red corpuscles in his blood,
able to cope with life, and surely it is the duty of this great
Government to give him sufficient food.

On 50 cents a day a man can not have cakes and pies, he
ecan not have ice eream, he can not have charlotte russe and all
of the fancy dishes. He can have meat and vegetables and
bread in order to give him strength to do Uncle Sam's business,
That is all that this bill proposes.

I contend that every man who works for the Government
shall have enough to eat. I contend that the farmer shall have
suflicient food to enable him to maintain his health. I voted
to give Congressmen enough to eat [Laughter.] I will vote
to give Uncle Sam enough to eat, and we ought not to be par-
simonious when we come to giving these boys an increased
ration equal to that in the Navy.

There is reason in all things that when the Government of
the United States is called upon to properly feed its sailors
I am one of those men who is going to champion that pro-
vision, for I do not believe any man should go through life
without sufficient food to properly sustain him. I believe that
every man, woman, and child should have sufficient food,
proper clothing, and I believe that the Government of the
United States is bound to give its soldiers and sailors the same
rations, The War Department knows what proper food is;
they have dietitions and physicians and health officers. Con-
gress need not bother whether it will be cabbage, corn bread,
rye bread, onions, or that matter. I hope that every man
on this floor will vote to give the soldiers a decent ration,
[Applause.]

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on
this amendment and all amendments thereto do now close,

Mr. SCHAFER. A parlinmentary inquiry. Did I under-
stand the gentleman to ask unanimous consent?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to
move that the debate be now closed.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

JANUARY 18

Mr. BARBOUR. I ask unanimous consent that the debate
on this amendment and all amendments thereto do now close.

Mr. SCHAFER, 1 object.

Mr. BARBOUR, Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on
the amendment and the amendments thereto do now close.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. LaGuanpia) there were 53 ayes and 6 noes.

So the motion was agreed to.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the
point of order that there is no quornm present. The Chair
will count. [After counting.] One hundred and two Members
are present, a quorum. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

Mr, LAGUARDIA, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have the amendment again reporteitl. Since the dietary
speech of the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
Quixn] there may be some misapprehension that the amend-
ment is on that subject.

The CHATRMAN., Without objection, the Clerk will again
report the amendment,

There was no objection and the Clerk again reported the
LaGuardia amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
LAGUARDIA) there were—ayes 22, noes 66.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Chairman,
amendment which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. LaGuarpia: Page 12, lne 2, after the word
“{fund,” add the following: “ Provided, That none of the money herein
appropriated shall be used for the retired pay of any officer or enlisted
man who is in the employ of the United States other than the military
service,"”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

EXPENSES OF COURTS-MARTIAL

For expenses of courts-martial, courts of inquiry, military com-
missions, retiring boards, and compensation of reporters and wit-
nesses attending same, and expenses of tuking depositions and securing
other evidence for use before the same, $125,000.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Chairman, I offer
amendment, which 1 send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, LAGuarDpia: Page 13, line 8, strike out
“$£125,000 " and Insert * $70,000."

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, there must be some way
found to occupy and keep busy some of the 12,000 officers an-
thorized and appropriated for in this bill, so general courts
are formed and men are tried by them. The estimate of the
Budget Bureau is that for all the courts-martial and all the
expenses of this item nll that is needed is $70,000. Some swivel-
chair soldier has come along and recommended to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations that $125,000 is needed, and so, ipso
facto, $125,000 is put into the bill. Just a moment ago the
committee voted down an amendment which would have re-
duced this appropriation bill by over a million dollars, and a
moment or two ago voted down a proviso which would prevent
many, sound, healthy-bodied men who are on the retired list
of the Army from drawing pay from another branch of the
Government service.

We have 25 or 30 men in New York City to-day who are in
the employ of the Government, drawing from three thousand to
five thousand dollars a year, and at the same time who are also
drawing from twenty-four hundred dollars to thirty-five hun-
dred dollars retired pay. If an oflicer of the Army is sufli-
ciently able to hold a position under the Government, he ought
to be able to stay in the military establishment for whicli he
was trained and do his duty there, and not draw double pay.

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes,

Mr. BLANTON. Then we ought fo begin at the top with
General Harbord, who is drawing a general's retired pay and
at the same time drawing a salary of $50,000 a year from the
Radio Corporation of America.

I offer the following

the following
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. At least he is not in the employ of the
Government, and he was retired for age.

Mr. BLANTON. But he is drawing the retired pay of a
general of the Army.

Afr. LAGUARDIA, That is quite different from a situation
where you have young men who are retired on account of
alleged disability who are drawing from $2,400 to $3,500 a year,
and who then turn around and take employment in another
department of the Government and draw pay for the work they
do there. When you do that you put every civilian employee
of the Government at a disadvantage.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. Do I understand that the gentlenmn does
not approve of that practice?

Mr. LAGUARDIA., I do not.

Mr. SIMMONS. For the gentleman’s information, the dis-
abled emergency officers’ bill, if it passes, will put 150 em-
ployees of the Veterans’ Bureau, some of whom are drawing
snluries as high as $5,200 a year, on the retired list at Regular
Army retired pay.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, But that has nothing to do with what I
am complaining about here.

Mr. SIMMONS. Ohb, it is the same situation.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. These men are drawing double pay.

Mr. SIMMONS. And so will those other men. One man in
the Veterans' Bureau is now drawing $5,200 a year, and under
the disabled emergency officers’ bill he will receive an additional
$2700 a year.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Under my proposed amendment he could
not receive both pays. Unfortunateiy, that amendment was
defeated. The amendment now under consideration is to re-
duce the $125,000 down to $70,000, all that is necessary for
these general courts-martial, unless you have another General
Mitchell in sight that you want to try before a court-martial
and get him ouf of the Army because he has intelligence and
independence and good judgment. If you have any of those
cases in mind, I suppose you will need the §125,000, but for
the ordinary needs of the Army, for the fees of stenographic
reporters and the witnesses, $70,000 is all that is needed, be-
caugre the pay of the court does not come in that, The court is
composed of officers who are paid from funds provided for in
other sections of this bill, and the $70,000 is only for steno-
graphic reporting and for witnesses’' fees and for the costs of
taking depositions. I submit to every lawyer in this House
that you can certainly take a great deal of stenographie notes
and pay many witnesses for §70,000 without burdening this bill
to the extent of $125,000,

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, the additional $55,000 will
tnke care of the increase in witness fees that the Congress
provided in the act which was passed in the last session and
became a law on April 20, 1926.

It is an increase in the expense of attending the United States
courts and court-martials. In addition it will allow the hiring
of shorthand reporters. As it is a vast majority of these cases
as carried on to-day the testimony is taken down in longhand.

Mr, RAGON. How many cases?

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Five thonsand four hundred and
fifty-seven general courts-martial,

Mr. BARBOUR. This will enable them to hire shorthand
reporters.
Mr. HUDSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. I will.

Mr. HUDSON. How many of these cases are tried for deser-
tion, a great majority?

Mr, LAGUARDIA, Ten thousand.

Mr. BARBOUR. There was something like 8,000 desertions,
but how many of these cases there were for desertion or some-
thing else 1 could not say, but it is all set forth in the hearings.

Mr, STEVENSON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. I will

Mr. STEVENSON. The law covering these cases to which
the gentleman refers went into effect sometime ago and the
Budget passed on this item.

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes; on the 26th day of April, 1926. The
testimony before the Committee on Appropriations was that
the amount allowed by the Budget, in their opinion, would
not take eare of these witness fees, but the Budget allowed
the same amount carried in the bill last year, and as I recall for
several years.

Mr. STEVENSON.
had been passed.

Mr. BARBOUR. Obh, yes.

The Budget Commission Enew that law
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the Budget took it into considera-
tion.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes
appeared to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr. LaAGuarpia) there were—
ayes 16, noes 34.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. DMr, Chairman, I object to the vote on the
ground there is no quorum present.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will eount.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of
no quorum.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of
no quorum, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

APPREHENSION OF DESERTERS, ETC.

For the apprehension, securing, and dellvering of soldlers absent
without leave and of descrters, Including escaped military prisoners,
and the expenseg incident to their pursuit; and no greater sum than
$50 for each deserter or escaped military prisoner shall, in the discre-
tion of the Secretary of War, be pald to any civil officer or citizen for
such services and expenses; for a donation of $10 to each prisoner dis-
charged otlierwise than honorably upon lis release from confinewent
under court-martial sentence fnvolving dishonorable discharge, $125,000.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana and Mr. McSWAIN rose.

Mr, McSWAIN. I yield to my friend from Loulsiana [Mr.
O’'CoNnoRr].

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Harrison] having
exhausted all of the time allotted to him ecould not make pro-
vision for me when I requested him to do so, but he promised
by unanimous consent to secure me 10 minutes under the dis-
cussion of the bill under the five-minute rule. I do not think I
shall require the 10 minutes. I understand the gentleman from
California, in a very generous way, was willing to support that
attitude. I do not intend to discuss at length, gentlemen of the
comittee, the Nicaraguan situation, although in all probability
I know more of Mexico and Nicaragua than nine-tenths of the
fellows who are yelling their heads off against what I consider
a good American policy and a good American attitude with
respect both to Mexico and Niearagua. [Applause.] I am en-
tirely in accord with the forceful and splendid speech made by
Cravpe HupsrerH, of Texns., [Applause.] He knows more
about Mexico than I do. Before leaving New Orleans I felt it
my duty to telegraph to Secretary Kellogg, as a Representative
of the people of New Orleans, that I was entirely in aecord
with the American policy announced by him, and subsequently
indorsed, approved, and reannounced by tlle President of the
United States in one of the best American messages ever given
to the American people. [Applause.] I want to say, Mr.
Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, that if the Secre-
tary of State had stood upon the doetrine announced by him,
that it was the duty of the American Government to protect
American life and American property, that that doetrine would
have been unchallenged throughout the United States of
America. [Applause.]

With all due respect to him, I think it was not good poliey
for him to inject the Monroe deectrine, which was not in gues-
tion, nor the statement that he made with reference to Bol-
shevists in America. There are not enough Bolshevists or com-
munists on this continent to be a serious menace to the United
States of America. [Applause.] And the Monroe doctrine,
high as it is in our esteem and reverence, is no higher, in my
judgment, than the duty of the American Government to pro-
tect American lives and property wherever American lives and
property may be situated. [Applause.]

I remember, Mr. Chairman, how before the Spanish-American
War American prestige had fallen so low that it was gen-
ernlly thought that it invited insult for a man to be known as
an American when he was in Cenfral America or South
America or across the Atlantic Ocean, And in contrast with
that disereditable attitude and mean position was the declara-
tion, that became a commonplace, that an Englishman and his
property were respected any place, becanse the world knew he
had the guns of his mother country, England, behind -him,
American prestige revived after the Spanish-American War,
and then it became safe for Americans, enconraged by our Gov-
ernment, to make investments abrond. Are we, through our
Department of Commerce and our journals and the general
American attitude, to cncourage Americans to invest their
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funds abroad, which makes for employment at home as well as
abroad—are we to encourage these investments and then deny
protection to those investments?

I do not understand the reason for the distinetion between
property in oil and property in banana plantations. Of course,
there is a sinister significance given to oil recently by those
who have an evil slant to their minds; but the honest investor
in oil is as much entitled to the protection of the American
Government as the investor in mahogauy or in banana flelds
in Nicaragua. And all of them are entitled to our full sup-
port. Of course, life is supposed and generally conceded to be,
as a legal, political, and social proposition, above property. Yet
property is the basis of every civilization, Are we to deny
to the big fruit companies or the lumber and mahogany com-
panies the support and protection that is due to them because
they made investments predicated upon the faith that they had
in a Government that would protect them in their rights?

I have been in Mexico on two or three occasions. I went
with university manazers who were conducting there geolo-
rists and archaeologists and learned men, once, notably, to
the Maya ruins of Palenque. We had to go through miles and
miles of Mexican jungle. I went through Chiapas and throngh
Yueatan and Tobasco, and I had frequent opportunity to talk
to young Americans representing the great oil interests of our
citizens. I know that they expect a firm American policy to
be enforeed.

The CHAIRMAN.
isiana has expired.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. May I have five minutes more?

The CIHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Louisiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I want to say to those who
are altruistically inclined or who forget the stern realities of
human existence that Mexicans and Costa Ricans and PPana-
mans and Niearaguans are benefited by contact with the
American race, Neither Panama nor Niearagua, neither Santo
Domingo nor Haitl have been adversely affected by coming
in contact with our marines, and it is only fair to say that
we are benefited by contact with them. That is my view from
my standpoint, although I am not attempting to justify the
presence of marines in any part of Central America on the
ground that we are benefactors and that our presence would
uplift them, spiritually or otherwise. I justify their presence
solely upon the ground that it is to protect American lives
and property. Let the gentlemen who prate about the rights
of the Nicaraguans to elect their officials, which they assume
we have denied them because the executive department recog-
nized Diaz and not Sacasa, take note of the general suspicion
that our own officials at home may not have been honestly elected
and find that human nature expresses itself as well sometimes
along what are considered evil lines in the United States as
down in Central America and in Mexico, which we refer to
as the Middle Americas, I have been in nearly all of these
States. I think I understand their people, There is not a
chance of war against the United States by them. Let me say
this, and I will close—not one in a hundred of the revelutionists
has any property.

But I rose, Mr. Chairman, to say a few words in regard
to desertions from our Army. General Reilly some time since
made a statement with reference to the number of desertions
that take place in our Army. I have always been in favor of
a generous and liberal treatment of all our soldiers. The
neglect that has been suffered by our Indian war veterans is
the result possibly of a paucity of numbers and inability to
concentrate their efforts, but their condition has gone un-
noticed. They have had no divine poet to sing of their hard-
ships, their valor, their heroism, and their neglect. Appar-
ently they are going to their graves unnoted and unrequited
by their Government, which they have served so faithfully and
g0 well.

All classes of our citizens, as the result of the wonderful
prosperity of this country, are enjoying luerative and remunera-
tive returns, but the poor, dispirited, and broken-hearted fel-
low—becanse you ecan not contemplate anybody else joining
or enlisting as a regular in peace times in the United States
Regular Army—exists on a subsistence of approximately 40
cents a day and a pay of $30 a month. In all probability out
of the $30 a month must come funds in order to secure the
proper nourishment which 40 cents a day will not give. Street-
car conductors, motormen, policemen, firemen, chauffenrs, and
men employed in similar oceuputions are receiving lucrative
and remunerative salaries and wages, and justly so, and I

The time of the gentleman from Lou-
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rejoice in the fact on which they are able to support and dwell
with their families in a contented way, but the American
Tommy Atkins, as far removed from his superior officers as
though the Atlantic Ocean rolled between them socially, so far
from them that no gulf is as deep as that which separates
them—this poor American joins the Army in peace time—
maybe as the result of despair or because of his inability to
Join in the civil life of the country—finds himself confined to
$30 a month, and yet you wonder why there are s0 many
desertions. As the legalists say, * IRes ipsa loquitur.” The thing
speaks for itself more cloquently than ever my tongue could ex-
press their miseries and state what should be right. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Louisi-
\ana has expired. |

Mr. McSWAIN rose.

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
from South Carolina rise? :

Mr. McSWAIN. For the purpose of making a motion to
strike out the last two words.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is
recognized for five minutes.

Mr, McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the last por-
tion of the remarks of the distinguished gentleman from Louisi-
ana [Mr. O'Conxor], being pertinent to the bill under con-
sideration, is also very pertinent to the issue as to what should
be done in our Army with reference to the matter of deser-
tions. As a matter of fact, there were 13,000 desertions from
the Army during the last fiscal year. About 5,000 of those
who had deserted and were so marked returned to duty, whether
by apprehension or fear of dire consequences we know not,
and practically 8,000, so far as we can tell from the record
here, continue in desertion or have been tried by court-martial.
That was more than 10 per cent of the Army that deserted
and slightly less than 10 per cent continue in desertion. That
is a very serious situation.

I am speaking not so much for Congress, or with reference
to any pending legislation, as I am taking this occasion to
speak, in a spirit of friendly counsel, to the powers that be
who determine the psychological atmosphere in the Army. Now,
any great industrial captain who found 10 per cent of his
employees quitting, after notice, would realize that there was
something wrong with his organization. We never find in in-
dusiry men deserting, leaving their pay clieck uncashed and
leaving their future address unknown. Now, further, we do
not find the officers in the Army deserting. We do not find the
cadets in the West Point Academy deserting, and they have a
hard time of it; they have to study hard and have to work
hard ; they have the most severe discipline of any body of men,
I suppose, in this country. We do not find the cadets from the
Naval Academy at Annapolis deserting, Instead of finding
officers deserting, we now find about 3,000 of the officers on
the pay roll at the present time who were emergency officers
during the World War and who are affected by a bill that is
now pending which may decapitate them officially, using what-
ever influence their relatives may have with Members of Con-
gress, to see that that bill does not become a law, so that they
may not be removed from the official pay roll of our Army, I
know of my personal knowledge of at least 12 or 14 men who
were emergency officers during the World War who are anxious,
eager, and using every possible effort they can to get back into
the Army as oflicers.

Now, here is the trouble, I believe, and I submit these remarks
in the best of faith to thut gallant, scholarly, and knightly
gentleman who is now Chief of Staff, General Summerall.
[Applause.] I ask him, as a friend of the institution, to see
whether or not there is something wrong. Have a study made,
examine enlisted men, especially deserters. Why does not the
cadet at the academy desert? He has a hard time, just as hard
as Private Tommy Atkins and maybe a little harder. The
reason is this: The fellow at the academy sees a promising
future, while Tommy Atkins sees no future for him in the
institution of which he finds himself a part., A fellow goes
into a bank at the equivalent of $21 a month, because $21 a
month is in addition to a house, rations, and clothing, /

A fellow goes in as messenger in a bank and holds down one
stool in the bank for 5, 10, or 15 years at a low salary. The
young lawyer occupies a very subordinate position at low
salary for many years. Even the locomotive fireman or train
brakeman knows he has a chance to be promoted, possibly
become railroad president. The clerk in the store sticks to a
poorly paid job in hope of becoming manager or proprietor.
Why are young men willing to enter at the bottom of all indus-
tries at little salary, work hard, and never desert? Why? De-
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cause he hopes and believes that by the progress of time, by the
death of men above and promotion from the bottom, due to
merit, experience, and ability, he will elimb to the top. We
know from observation that although there be no strict legal
chasm, yet the Tommy Atkins at the bottom, whatever may be
his werit and ambition, will never be able to pass the chasm of
which the gentleman from Loulsiana speaks. This can and
should be corrected. I know how to do it

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from South
Carolina has expired.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last four words.

I rise at this time to call the attention of the committee
and of the House to the humiliating position fo which America
has sunk in the last few years in the navigation of the air.
One by one the world records proudly held by Americans in
1023 have dropped away until among the important records in
the navigation of the air Amerieca now holds none. Of 168
possible world records, recognized by the Federation Aeronau-
tique Internationale, America holds but 10, and those of com-
paratively little importance,

Of the five important records, the record for speed, the
record for distance, the record for airline distance, the record
for duration, and the record for altitude—the great records in
aerial navigation—have been lost to the United States, and
to-day Americans bow to the superiority of the French and
Ttalians in an art in which the Americans Wilbur and Orville
Wright were pioneers. Congress is responsible for the national
defense. Aviation is its most economical and potent form.
While, a8 since the most ancient times, the infantry will continue
to form the backbone and main strength of a nation at war,
and tanks, cavalry, artillery have their place, there iz no branch
of the national defense which can with its equipment of machine
runs and bombs of gas and high explosive provide so eco-
nomieally the insurance of safety for our free institutions and
our enormous concentration of material wealth., It is espe-
cially desirable because aireraft is preeminently a weapon of
national defense and not caleulated in the absence of great
numbers of carrier ships to eause apprehension in the minds of
other nations.

The Army especially has been in the last seven years largely
dependent upon the deteriorating supplies that were left over
from the war. The Air Service has been without proper equip-
ment and housing, Its splendid personnel has been dispersed
into civil life by the niggardly behavior of this administration.
TUnder the dynamic influenee of General Mitchell, whose name
was alluded to this afternoon, and who wias martyred for his
great service, the country aroused itself for a moment and we
did at the last session add to the organization of the Nation
for aerial navigation an Assistant Secretary of War for the
air and an Assistant Sccretary of the Navy for the air and an
Assistant Secretary of Commerce for the air, yet with this
economy which has come to be a fetish which we worship so
blindly and without discrimination that we have not provided
and are not providing the proper and adequate equipment for
these services in either one of the three branches of the
National Government. And part of what we are doing seems
to be at the expense of other branches of the national defense,
for our treatment of the Infantry and other arms is parsimoni-
ous, un-American, reprehensible, and dangerous to our safety.

1 ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the REcorn
Ly introducing the accurate and official tables showing how
the records of America have been lost.

Since July of 1926—in six months—seven of America's air
records have gone to other countries.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the man-
ner indieated, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Let us face these facts as legis-
Intors conscious. of our responsibilities and loyal to our trust.

1 am indebted to Porter Adams and C. F. Schory, of the
National Aeronautic Association of the United States of
Ameriea. for the checking and rechecking of these tables:

World speed records rcm?n%ccd }% t&'elec Federation Aeronautique
niornaticn

Epeed, | Speed
Pilot Date Place K.P.H.IMPH. Country
Rantos-Dumont...| Nov. 12,1908 | Bagatelle_..__.| 41.2021 25,66 France.
Henrl Farman..... Oct. 26,1007 | Tssy-les-Mou- | 562.700] 32,74 Do.
Tissandier May 20,1900 54.810{ 34.05 Do.
Curiiss Aug. 23,1000 69, 821 43.3ﬂ Do.
Blerolt ... | Aug. 24,1000 74,318, 406.1 Do.
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World speed rccords recognized by the Federation Aeronautigue
Internationale—Continucd

Pilot Date Place épﬁeg{' lepgnr{i Country
. 28,1000 47.84; France.
. 23,1010 48, 19 Do.
10, 1910 66. 18] Dao.
. 20,1010 68.20) United States.
. 91011 67,70 - France,
. 12,1011 69,47 Do.
11, 1911 7441 Do.
77.67 Dao.
80. 81 Do.
82,72 Do.
90. 20 Do.
100, 22 Do.
100, 84 Do,
103..65 1o.
104. 83 Do.
106. 11 Do.
11173, Do.
119.23 Do.
120. 66 Do,
171,08 Do.
3 170. 13, Dao.
. 181, 86 Do,
Badi-Lecointe. . ¢ 184.35 Do.
Do e eemeeeeeo| Oct. 20,1020 187.98 Do.
De Romanet.._._.| Nov. 4,1 162. 00 Dao.
: 104. 51 Dao.
. 205. 22 Do,
Do._ . 212.0 Dao.
B. G. Mitchell____| Oct. 13,1022 222.97| United States.
Badi-Lecointe...... Feb. 15,1023 | Ist 233.00{ France.
Lieunt. R.L.| Mar 20,1923 | Dayton, Ohio. 236. 58 United States,
Maughan,
Lieat, Brow.._.... Nov. 2,191 | Mipeola, N. Y | 417.50 | 250.47 Do.
Lieut. Williams. .| Nov. 4,1923 |_____do. -| 429.025] 266.50 Do.
Wﬁrrant“ Ofticer | Dee. 11,1924 | Istres. .. .| 448,171 278.48| France.
onnett.

Tabulation of world records in classes now recognized by the Federation
Aeronautique Imternationale Janwary 1, 1927

Total number of aeronautical records 168
Records held by France:
Free halloons 4 » 0
P2y e S | e R e R R S Sl SN T 1
Alrplanes SR T EREN-y ¢
Benplanes 4
Gliders. S =g 3
Helicopters — .- ers
— 30
Records held by Italy:
Dirigibles e
Seaplanes_. )
—_— 12
Records held by United States:
Alrplanes o 4
il T e S e S R S R e 8
— 112
Records held by Switzerland, alrplanes oo e 2
Records held by Germauy, free balioons 3
Records held by Dienmark, seaplanese oo oo o e 3
Records not yet made e I o W I 95

Tabulation of world records in clusses now recoynized
tion Acronautique Internationale Janwary 1, 1927

Class A. Free balloons (27 records) :
Records held by—
Germany e 3
France 5
Itecords not yet made
Class D. D!rlgihlvs (16 records) :
Records held by—
Ttaly
France
Records not yet made_
Class C. Airplanes (45 records) :
Records held by—
United States Alr Corps
France
Switzerland———-
Records not yet made -
Class C2, Smgiunos (45 records) :
Records held by—
United States Air Corps
United States Navy. e R T e S e 1 1
France

2

1
i

-

ol Lt

Records not yet made
Class D. Gliders (5 records) @
Records held by France. _
Itecords not yet made_— el
Class (3. Hellcopters &:‘.‘9 records) :
Records held by France
Records not yet made_.
For speed in climb (classes C, C 2, and G) 1 reeord, not yet made.

1 Includes 2 records by Major De Bernardl, winner of Schneider
race.



Tabulation of world records for free balloons, airships, airplanes, seaplanes, pliders, and helicopters in classes now recognized by the Federation Aeronautigue Inmiernationale

Jan. 1, 1924 July 1, 1624 July 1 1926 Jan 1, 1927 Pilot Record performance
CrLASS A, BALLOON
All categories: E
Dumtlon_-_............. Germany....| Germany.... Germany.... Oermany....| Kaulen...........| 87 hours
Distance.. s st e e i (R R A A [ P Pl O [Pt el dois i b e e doisess Berliner._._.__.... 1,806.9 miles,
ATt s SRR R A [T 2 Pl (RS «-t0.......| Buring and Berson| 35424 feet.
RECORDS BY CATEGORY
First category: 1
Duration........ Ervepaciind France.....-. France..... - France.....-- France.......| Cormier.....ca... 22 hours 34 minutes,
8T R IR IS [ [ jampteio iy i | BR[O DR LS e e [ i [ e AT L SR A s 499 miles,
Second category: p
Dumtion. ... Yy s [ RS ES ISR T P e S do... ceea-lOic.....| Dubois.....___...| 23 hours 28 minutes,
Pialanee. = o ity [ SERes Bl ey e (1S AT Pl [ DEEEas ene T Cormieroeeena-aa--| 499 miles.
Third category
BRYGE U E dossaaag|tiat L T e g e S L S et HE s [ e S ey [ b ey e Lo s e [l R e Aot Dubois. ...co-.---| 23 hours 28 minutes
Distance.....__ i (o (R L Sl L VTS AgEns reaeellOnanos .. | Cormier......c...| 409 miles,
Crass B, AiRSHIPS
Duration._. Italy. Italy Ttaly... Italy Castracane and | 15 hours.
Castruccio.
o S A R R e L [T R R (e DI |V do.---- RHls==er 1 E oo et [ 1 RSN o e d0E s s eenealO - ooao ooan.| 503 miles.
Distance, air line, aititade. . France....__.| Fraonce___.._. France....... France.._.... Cohen.. 10,102 feet,
SPEED
By country:
}‘rnncr{_________,__"____ 7 7 7 7 7] Ette S s A
Italy..._ 2 2 2 2 e A e s
Germany 3 3 3 3 3
Total, spherical balloon 12 12 s b B | P P SEae
and airship.
Crass C. AIRPLANES (WITH-
OUr REFUELING IN FLIGHT)
Duratlon...... e e AE Heaaett United States France....... France....... Drnuhln:md Lan- | 45 hours, 11 minutes,
79 seconds,
DiStaNee. o rnsnsncancssaleacs s ncarasenasal0n o o cnnfanna 0 cman e aado. — . .- United States| United Btates). ... -do- . —c.]-sa-: et T T et | e L T e Ll [ SR 2,734 miles.
B oL O e e e TR SO | RR T ket |t vt R R e D e Lhn]]e and Weiser | 3,215 miles.
msaas-===| United States} United States| France.......| ¥rance .._._.! France.. . . le.o..do._ ...} . ..d0. ... do =220 -} Calliz0sacaaeaaas 40,820 fest.
aia::j::}umspeed..,.-.....-... Fr-an Umladbwm | e NS S5 Bonnett...........| 278.48 miles per hour,
[Of—
100 KAl OMBters. o e oo olie @05 A m e [ e 0 e oo ot d0.ceenec)onaacdo..__...! United States United States United States| Bettls. ..ooeeeeo.. 240.3 miles per hour.
500 kilometers. ........... e do:s oo ad] Fradee -1kl rance....... France....... badi-l..ecomte_ ----| 19056 miles per hour.
1,000 k1l ometars: o s e A A d ---{ Unijted States f.....do.__....1._...do.__._.|..... do.. e [ PRRERETE ER S, e ha T RS e S 154.2 miles per hour,
2,000 kilometers. ... do... -=ad SCE S T UaEdesses do_--..-_,,_._ 1309 miles per bour,
PAY LOAD
With 500 kilos pay load:
Duration..__...... <a=s-s:| France. .- United States Switzerland..| Mittelbolzer. ..... 1421‘1,0urs. 43 minutes,
seconds,
243Nl S e S W] ] R | T S e Rty el R S R R e e [ e T e e T 1,420.7 miles.
gllltnc[le.. ...... Spain._...... kwentlna..-. Unlted Btates Unned States| Harris.........-..| 28,143 feet,
peed lor—
100 kilometers...._... 2o France....... France Lasne. 174.6 miles per hour.
B R e e A s s g 3 et B b s ke R S A A Ryt | [ At Fee e | Pty [t do _____ A {+ [ --.-.| 155.1 miles per hour.
1,000 kilometers. Gy TR MR, P (et T e | dors o es 146.6 miles per hour.
000 kilometers DTS Swluerland..‘ Miueihol:et ...... 101.3 miles per hour.
With 1,000 kilos pay load: I
Duration.....-.... Franm..,.... France......- el e 00aneaaaen...| 10 hours 5 minites,
Distance . 2 O [ IO Pyl s TR ey MR A T RS A £69.9 miles.
Altitude. . eecnaaos s S () France. ... cOupet_,__.._____. 21,457 feet,
Bpeed for—
v AT T et Rl e e e R e I S B i Bt el b M e D e e B P o] e 26 [t S LIS ) B e A L R LASD0 . o inanaain 153.1 miles per hour.
500 kilometers. Swit:e'iand. ul Mitl.e]hnlzer. —-un-| 101.3 miles per hour.
L e | e e e R e e e L e L S R S s i S e o dgiste Sl rggaiei e 100.6 miles per hour.
With 2,000 kilos pay load:
Duration.___._ France Bajac and La-|4 bours 4 minutes
t k 13 seconds.
Distance do. .| 310.6 miles.
Altitude. S do 3 Bosoutrnt.-.. ..... 16,371 feet.
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Bpeed for— |'
100 kllometers... Hovaaz . Al e Pt vaer T £ et L1 [ Tt S Ao Ba]n;:1 and La- | 93.2 miles per hour.
mathe,
500 kilometers. T W2y | PR | ........ ey MR FINY do. cens A0, 91.6 miles per hour.
With 5,000 kilos pay load: |
Duration o I = Al [ AL L e Pmionin ) France......- Fradee. France . ... .. do. Bossoutrot........| 1. hour 12 minufles
| 21 seconds.
Altitude 4 PO PRI A - [ A Do Ba i) LUS: Ao ideall o ([l SR N 0. eemmemmnnens| 11,765 fect,
]
Greatest pay load to 2,000 | England.....| England..... England..... France....... anm_.....__! Franee: o oclizaidbooaanfoss A0 cuccnslieanidOiani i cld0. c s | Bossoutiok 6,000 kil 1mes,
meters altitude. |
Crass C. AmpPLANES (With ‘
REFUELING IN FLIGHT)
Duoration_.._ 2 United Btates UmledSl.a:esl United States | United States| United States| United States| United States| Smith and Rich- 3?11410urs. 15 minutes,
| ter. geron
Distance P Y [, 2o i [ e | ..... (e WL DRATS GO =TS EANU G S sty L Qo==nE oclg il Y = i v s v oo 3,203 miles.
Bycoum?'
United Btates_...._.. | 1 8 1 9 12 10 (i b5 4 4
Franee, - ool i it [ 1 i 7 7 11 18 21 20 | 21
England 2t peerat i1 3 2 21-- rs - =els <=2
Epain 2 1 1 % Netsesaiics
Argentina, % T i
Crethoslavalaa o] e S S S T [ e e b R el TE W g et S g T O TR S g et it T T g 0 ol D T [ S|
Bwitzerland L 5 7 T4 [ESa et oty
Total, airplane records. 10 +1) 12 17 20 21 25 26 31 32
Crass C2. SEAPLANES
WITHOUT REFUELING IN
LIGHT)
Duration England.....| Italy........-.| United States| United States | United States| United States| United States | United States | United States| Unitod States Sc}l:ilillmuer and ﬁ#olus.&'iminuws.
yle gecon
Distance do do an k0 .do_ eardodas e ._.Hdo ..... do. o e dpse e Wead and Price...| 994 miles.
Distance air line_ e P D e e e TR e SR 1 841 miles.
Altitude. - France, France France__.._..| France.____..| France_..._._ ¥rance. ... ... e 29,462 feet.
ginﬂn}um speed Ttaly. Italy --| Italy. .| United States Lnll.ad States t‘nltedbtates Unitudntatcs Unitedsmtes UuiledSLa!c&l %é%mﬂeaperhow
or—
100 kilometers. ...........| England... doat il s doida o -.do. AN el 248.1 miles per hour,
500 kilometers B ¥ United States £ -do.. 161.1 miles per hour.
1,000 kil 1ers CHITE. T IO P S ¢, RO | TR do_ o N CEEEER e ol aroioe=2l g Fac i icany do_______| Bertrandias____._. 101.8mﬂeaperhcm.
PAY LOADS
With 500 kilos pay load:
Duration_... .--| United States | United Etates| United States| United States | United States| United States| United Btates | United States| Halland...........| 7 hours, 333 minutes,
‘ | 54 secon
10125 LI RO U NI [N VAR en | L SIES W oW ([ T (Y (1SR LR dot i s dot Sddos ado toastile L tdosco e o NalYocenenon.| Passaleva......_..| 500.3 miles.
gllitg?e ....... R do...__..| France____.._ France_.____. France...._..| France.___._. France._..... France.__.. =<| Framee.__ ... Dargue. - .- --.....| 17,062 feet.
peed for—
100 kilometers......... 2 Sl dosoo Ll Italy. . Italy.. United States|_.... e N any g Domongent - -.....| 126.3 miles per houar,
500 kilometers.______ o s =rdpss -do. Ry Denmark_...| Denmark....| Landman. __._..._ 112,0 miles per hour.
With 1,000 kilos pay load:
Duration. .. United States| United States | United States| United States| United States| United States| United States | Ttaly.____.... Passaleva._.......| 5 hours ail minutes
7 seconds
Distance A DERE [ rst s ety T ey S do- _o...| Ttaly....c....] Italy Italy.. Denmark: .2l ool i PERERTE ] o e [l P bt e 590.2 miles,
glt]tg:}o.-. i-to______ | France France. France --| France_ France. TADCE. .- France..__...| Parmier...........| 13,207 feet.
peed for—
100 kilometers. . = 1, T e United States| 1taly_._.__...[Haly:___.____. Italy...o.....| Denmark....| Denmark....| Landman........_| 115.2 miles per hour,.
500 kllometers.. (o] P T o LI Tl it do- do.- Yy i .do-. 112 miles per hour.
With 2,000 kilos pay load:
Duratjon T United States | United States | United States | United States | United States| Uniled States | United Btates| Italy...... .--| Passaleva....... --| 6 hours {}“ minutes
7 seconds.
Distance. i it s L e o iy Pt s [ PR S - Itale Italy.. Italy. 1taly et | SR WTRES F SR ST -] 500.3 miles,
glutude_-...- 251 s Tinited States| United States| .- .d0- .o -oofeenvs [i A s el e eewendo oiooolflo ildo- . 2 | Guido Guidi__ . _[ 0,862 fest.
100 kilometers. . e . e P b gy~ 02 Passaleva. ........| 100.3 miles per hour,
500 kilometers 13 AEmis ee s S R e S e [ T, Bl e doses -.| 107.8 miles per hour]
Greatest pay load to 2,000 PR e b United States| France.......| Frange....... iRy VL ST ] P R L ST S G (P e | el (s Frilonid ] Guido Guidi_.....| 4,400 pounds,
meters altitude.
Crass C2, Sgarranes (Wit
REFUELING IN FLIGHT)
B}'country
England....... o - |
taly. oo 2 b R e G R 8 0 4 9
United States._: 13 10 15 11 10 11 11 ]
France.. 1 4 & 3 3 3 4 4
N e e e e e o e e e e fissme e P Py e P At fssmsmmsraseaaans ! 4 3
Tatal, seaplane records. 3 4 16 | 16 | 20 2 | o 2 | % gl R

1 By Italian pilot De Bernardi, winner of Schneider cup.
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Tabulation of world records for free balloons, airships, airplancs, seaplanes, gliders, and helicopters in classes now recognized by the Fede ration Aeronautique Internationale—Continued

Jan, 1, 1927

Pilot

Record performance

Orass D. GLIDERS
RIS S D il

Distance air line_ ...

Altitade.

Crass G. HELICOPTERS

' Distance air line._ _
PAY LOADS

With 200 kilos pay load:
Altitode. ...
Total, gliders and hell-
copters, France.

Thoret. . :
Descamps...co....

Massaur. .oocaae-.

PesCarD. . ccnanaea-

Oemichen.........

10 hours, 19 minutes,
43 seconds.

5.03 miles,

1,758 feet.

2,414 feet.

1 meter.
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The pro forma amendments were withdrawn.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment,
page 13, line 15, strike out the words *“ any civil officer or.”

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA: Page 18, line 15, strike out
the words * any civil officers or.”

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the amend-
ment is to not to make available any of this appropriation for
payment of a reward to a civil officer who apprehends a de-
serter. It has always been customary to award such pay fo a
citizen, but the practice of paying these rewards to civil officers
is very bad, because very often these men are induced to stay
overtime when they are out on leave, and there is a sort of
arrangement between runners and civil officers to keep these
men out only for the purpose of obtaining the reward. I
simply submit this to the committee. I believe it is a very bad
practice to offer this reward of $50 to civil officers for appre-
hending deserters.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, in opposition to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York, I simply wish
to say that this is a provision that has been carried in this bill
for a great many years, and it provides for the payment of cer-
tain rewards to civil officers for the apprehension of deserters.

The CHAIRMAN. The gquestion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read to page 14, line 20, of the bill.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. TrsoN, Chairman of thé Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill H, R. 16249,
the War Department appropriation bill, and had come to no
resolution thereon.

LEAVE TO FILE MINORITY VIEWS

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
minority members of the Agricultural Committee may have
until 12 o’clock midnight next Saturday to file minority views
on the bill H, R. 15474, the farm relief bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

BENATE BILL REFERRED

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’'s table and referred to the
following committee:

S.2830. An act for the relief of Capt. James A. Merritt,
United States Army, retired; to the Committee on Military
Affairs, :

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that that committee had examined and found truly
enrolled Senate bills of the following titles, when the Speaker
signed the same:

&.1730. An act to authorize the payment of indemnity to the
Government of Great Britain on account of losses sustained by
the owners of the British steamship AMavisbrook as a result of
collision between it and the U. 8. transport Carolinian;

S.3444. An act to amend the aet of February 11, 1925, en-
titled “An act to provide fees to be charged by clerks of the
district courts of the United States”;

S.3992. An act to provide for the purchase of land for use in
connection with Camp Marfa, Tex.;

8.4252. An act setting aside certain land in Douglas County,
Oreg., as a summer camp for Boy Scouts;

8.4533. An act extending to lands released from withdrawal
under the Carey Act the right of the State of Montana to secure
indemnity for losses to its school grant in the Fort Belknap
Reservation; and

8. 5231, An act authorizing the sale of land at margin of the
Rtock Creek and Potomac Parkway for construction of a church
and provisions for proper ingress and egress to said church
building.

THE OBLIGATIONS OF PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE

Mr. THATCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by incorporating a statement
made by Vicente Villamin, a Filipino lawyer and economist, at
the American Academy of Political and Social Science in Phila-
delphia on January 15, 1927,
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. THATCHER. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend
my remarks I present the following address:

The president of the academy, Colonel Thompson, ladies and gentle-
men, preparedness for independence Is a proposition of relativity, com-
prehending a multiplicity of conditlons and eclreumstances. Accord-
ingly, to the query, Are the Fllipinos ready for independence? I reply:
They are. But to the less academic and more relevant query, Is it
wise for the Filipinos to separate from the United States now? 1 reply:
It 18 not.

There is, indeed, in the Filipino people the philosophical foundation
of independence—the natural longing to exist as a distinet political
organism, Particularly during the last three decades consciousness
of country and patrimony has become stronger by the impact of the
centripetal force of a resurgent nationalism, Nevertheless, to those
Filipinos who would build a nation upon sound and secure foundation
the rational preoccupation should be, Would the immediate and complete
realization of that longing enrich and invigorate and perpetuate
national 1ife?

An analysis of prevailing environmental conditions and national
psychological tendencles compels a negative reply. This conclusion
connotes not fear but prudence, not surrender but common sense. It
spells national self-preservation.

To a Philippine nation the problem of international security would
be of the gravest character. This embraces the disturbing questions
of imperinlism, militarization, extraterritoriality, mass immigration,
economic penetration, and involvement in the imponderable and turlu-
lent Asian militarized politics.

There is yet no discoverable evidence that the machineries of
international coneillation and adjustment, including the League of
Nations, have functioned satisfactorily in the Far East. The fetching
phrase world consclence is still endowed with as many interpretations
as there are countries in the world multiplied by the number of their
respective interests, which signifies ad infinitum, 3

I am here expressing a disappointment, and not a wish, having
especially in mind the contemporary developments in the Republic of
China, Certainly with the advent of a better international order,
which, let us hope, might soon eventuate, the Philippines would then
be justified in going forth as a sovereign nation with more than a
Chinaman's chance to exist in tolerable tranquillity. .

At present the cholee for the Filipinos is not between Amerlean
sovereignty and Filipino nationhood, but between America and some
other nation. Here I can state, subject to no correction, that the
Pilipinos are for the United States of America in preference to any
other nation the sun sees. : :

I hasten to declare that if the choice were between Filipino nation-
hood with Its onerous responsibilities and American soversignty with
its well-nigh indispensability I would be, with the comsent of all my
faculties, for a Filipino nationhood.

He is unfit to live if he belleves himself or his country unfit to enjoy
liberty, What I am thinking of is the peace and permanency of the
future Filiplno nation, even as it should go through the peradventures
of natlonal Independent existence. It is for the Filiplnos at this time
of opportunity and prosperity, while the friendly and steadying
hand of America is extended them, to build well and conselentiously,

Besides the issue of international security there are vital considera-
tions encompassed in the independence question that only the {irre-
sponsible, the thoughtless, and the heartless would ignore.

Separation from the United States means to the Philippines loss of
tariff protection, dislocation of industries, depletion of forelgn and
domestic commerce, increase of invisible debits, dearth of capital and
death of credit, poverty, unemployment and diminished labor's com-
pensation, collapse of the exchange position, removal of American
support to the Philippine financial structure, incrcased taxation while
the people's taxpaying capacity is reduced to lmpotence, and the result-
ant chaos In the soclal order.

Separation also means exclusion of Filipinos from the United States
under the immigration law, discharge of Fillpinos from the United
States service, loss of American military and diplomatie protection,
and addition to the contracted Philippine budget of a heavy item of
expenditures for defensive establishments, to the detriment of the work
of internal economic and social amelioration,

These are facts, not theories, and they are vastly Important facts,
They concern very deeply the poverty or the prosperity, the peace or the
absence of it, of the Filipino people. He little understands the meaning
of moral concepts who disregards poverty as a practical moral ques-
tion of the highest moment and forced idleness as a grave social
menace, :

For the sake of the Filipino people the situation should be faithfully
gurveyed and frankly presented. It should be understood, disabusing
ourselves of the notlon that the needs of mortal life can be fully met
by merely increasing verbal tonnage, or toying with the totems and
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application, or nursing an unrequited love for the absolute and the
perfect, or brazenly presuming to own a copyright on intelligence and
patriotism.

From postulates T now move to actualities, A few months ago the
Manila cigar Industry revised Its wages downward. As a result, 4,000
men and women walked out on a strike. It was represented that the
falling off In the demand in the United States justified the cutting
down of the wages.

The workers simply urged the impossibility of living decently on
ihe reduced wage scale, insisting that the former scale was the
irreducible minimum, Efforts to arbitrate the guestion proved un-
availlng because it was a matter of the demands of life not being
arbitrable. The workers struck to preserve their standard of living
and they stuck to their guns until the employers had to give In.

This seemingly unrelated case smokes out the grandiloquent dis-
quisitions about immedlate and absolute independence, For if the
Philippines should separate from the Unlted States not only wonld
labor's compensdtion suffer substantial dlmnution, but the majority
of the workers would lose their employment altogether. This applies
to the major industries of the Philippines—the very prop of the
nitional structure,

I am afraid we are exercising ourselves too strenuously over politl-
cal liberty. 1t is human liberty, of which political liberty ia but a
fraction, that should engage our thoughts more. Government is only
an instrumentality for the promotion of collectlve well-being, with col-
leetive conscience is its motor power, reason its gulde, and service its
objective. Government exists for the people, mot the people existing
for it. Its soclological vindieation yanishes when It becomes a block
to progress and a blight on life,

Liberty is not alone & matter of laws and constitutions, but it ia
also a question of compensation of efforts. A man who works without
compensation s a slave, and tne farther away he moves from that
position the nearer he comes to realizing real individual liberty.

Let me revert to the question of political independence. The en-
lightened and unselfish opposition to It is predicated on the grounds
of international security and economic realities and not on the fletion
of Filipino mental incapacity or on a negation of the moral right
of the Filipinos to direct their own destiny,

The question of mental capacity is immaterial in deciding upen abso-
lute separation from the United States. For if all the Filipinos were
doctors of philosophy would that fact change the economic needs and
the political geography of Japan? Would it alter the political and
economic policies of Great Britain in Australasia and the Pacific?
Would it open to the Philippines the tariff-inclosed markets of the
United Statcs? Mental capacity is only material when considering
the degree of local self-government that should be extended to the
Filipinos, 8o let us not loee both energy and temper expatiating upon
brain convulusions and their relation to the mechanics of government
and politics,

My plea, then, Is for the Filipino iniellectual, politieal, and eivie
leaders to address themselyes to the prosaie, but essential, task of
fact-finding aud fact-facing In conneetion with the fundamental politi-
cal problem of the Filipino people—a task, I dare say, that will accel-
erate and solidify the now dispersed forces operating toward eventual
independence for the Philippines.

I am galvanized to the conviction that until and unless this is done
the Philippine problem will continue to be a prolific source of fighting,
patrioteering, bullyism, charlatanism, and obscurantism, yea, 25 years
from now, if this learned academy would retain Iits interest in
the P’hilippine guestion, we would again be dlscussing the question in
the same way as to-night, with the only difference that then our voices
would earry the tremor of age advanced a quarter of a century.

As I reach the end of my discourse, I wish to leave this thought: The
Filipino people deserve io De intelligently informed and unselfishly
led,

We have an undylng faith in the great future of our country,
in all solemnity : From that faith it is death to npostatize.

1 say

OUR PRESENT IMMIGRATION POLICY SIIOULD BE UPHELD

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
insert in the Recorp a brief statement in support of the
immigration policy signed by 34 distinguished professors of
American universities.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

Mr. BLANTON, Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object,
in that connection the gentleman from New York is familiar
with the bill introduced by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
AswerL] to require the registration of aliens?

Mr. BACON. I have read the bill.

Mr. BLANTON. It is a fine measure. Does the gentleman
know that certain universities are conmected with an organi-
zatiop that have made an attack upon that bill, have printed
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it in six different languages, and circulated that propa canda
throughout the land?

Mr, BACON. I will state to the gentleman that this matter
I propose to insert is in support of the immigration policy as
outlined in the bill of 1924,

Mr. BLANTON. And contains none of the propaganda that
I have mentioned?

Mr. BACON. No.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BACON. In accordance with permission given to me, T
insert herewith in the Recorp a statement signed by 54 dis-
tinguished and learned Americans in favor of upholding our
present immigration policy. I am glad to call it to the atten-
tion of Members of Congress. The statement is as follows:

We, the undersigned, all citizens of the United States, impressed
with the vital importance to the country of maintaining and per-
fecting the present systemm of Immigration restriction, respectfully
submit to the President of the United States, to the Senate, and to the
House of Representatives, the following expression of our views with
respect to specific aspects of this question.

1. We urge the extension of the quota system to all countries of
North and South America from which we have substantial immigration
and in which the population is not predominantly of the white race.
We believe that without such extension the present restriction of im-
migration is already inadeguate a_iul will become increasingly so In
the near future., During each of the last two fiscal years we have
been admitting upwards of 75,000 immigrants from Mexico, the West
Indies, Brazil, and elsewhere, who are for the most part not of the
white race and who, becnuse of their lower standards of living, are
able to compete nt an advantage with Amerlean workers engaged in
varions forms of agricultural und unskilled labor.

2, We further urge the prompt putting into ellect of that provision
of the immigratten act of 1924, whereby the gquotas, after July 1,
1027, at present determined by the number of foreign born of each
nationality here in the year 1880, arc to be adjusted so as to conformn
to the officially estimated number of persons now in. the couniry of
each national origin, cither by birth or descent. We believe that this
permanent basis for fixing ihe guotas, already provided for by law, is
gound in prineiple and fair to all elements in the population. Ouly by
thls method ‘ean that large proportion of our population which is de-'
scended from the coloniste and other early settlers, ay well s the
members of the newer immigration, have their proper racial representa-
tion in the guotas, We belleve that Congress wisely concluded thut
only by such a system of proportional represeéntation in our future
immigration could the racial status quo of the country be maintained
or a reasonable degree of homogeneity secured. Without such Dbasic
homogeneity, we firmly belleve, no civilization can have its best de-
velopment.

E. G. Conklin, professor of biology, Princeton University; Ulrle
D.J.hlgleen professor of biology, Princeton University; L. R.
Cary, assistant professor of biology, Princeton University;
Kenueth P, Stevens, instructor of biology, Princeton Univer-
sity; B, G., Butler, instructor of bilolozy, Princeton Uni-
yersity ; Walter M. Rankin, professor of biology, Princeton
University; C. I W. McClure, professor of comparative
anatomy, Princeton University; E. Newton Harvey, pro-
fessor of physiology, Princeton University; Willinm Starr
Myers, professor of politics, Princeton University ; Philip
M. Brown, professor of international law, Princcton Uni-
versity ; Edwin 8. Corwin, professor of polities, Princeton
University ; Robert de C. Ward, professor of climatology,
Harvard Unlversity ; B. M, East, professor of biology, Har-
vard University; J. N. Carver, professor of economies,
Harvard University; Joseph Lee, social worker, author;
Richards M. Bradley; Edward A. Ross, professor of sociol-
ogy, University of Wisconsin; J, E. Irelin, professor of
gociology, University of Wiscongon; William H. Kiekhofer,
professor of economics, University of Wiseconsin; John R.
Commons, professor of economics, University of Wisconsin;
Henry R. Trumbower, professor of economics, University of
Wisconsin ; Madison Grant, president New York Zoological
Society ; Henry Fairfleld Osborn, phesident American Mu-
seum of Natural History; Robert M. Yerkes, professor of
psychiology, Yale University; Ellsworth Huntington, pro-
fessor of geography, Yale University; Irving Fisher, pro-
fessor of political economy, Yale University; H. P, Fair-
child, professor of sociology, New York University; John
Johnston, professor of chemistry, Yale University; Eugene
N. Foss, president B. F. Bturtevant Co., ex-Governor -of
Massachusetls ; Leon F. Whitney, fleld secretary American
Eugenies Society ; C. C. Little, president University of Michi-
gan; Charles B. Davenport; Roswell H., Johnson, president
American  Eugenies Boelety; 1. H. Laughlin, biological
experiment station, Cold Spring Harbor, N. Y. .

I :
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FARM RELIEF

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
print in the ReEcorp some remarks that I made before the Com-
mittee on Agriculture on the bill creating a Federal Cotton
Corporation,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Georgla?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, under leave to have printed
in the Recorp a statement by myself before the Committee on
Agriculture of the House on the bill to create a Federal cotton
corporation, I submit the following:

THe COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE,
Housre oF REPRESENTATIVES,
January 7, 1921,

The CHAIRMAN, Mr, Laxkrorp, we will hear from you now, if you
desire,

STATEMENT OF HON. WILLIAM €. LANKFORD

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the
bill which I introduced deals with cotton only. It is not my idea, of
course, to pass a bill, or that there would be a bill passed, dealing with
cotton only. I am only offering nry bill for the purpose of getting before
the committee and before Congress and before the country an ldea that
I have in reference to this kind of legislation.

It occurred to me that if I had an idea that was worth while and
would incorporate it in this bill, dealing with cotton, and If this com-
mittee and the Congress should accept my idea as being good, then this
commiitee could work out a bill using the ideas here suggested, includ-
ing other farm products,

Mr., FoLsmer. And work your proposition Into their bill?

Mr. LaxkrorD. Work this proposition into their bill, or that iIf my
jdea is worth while, the members of the committee and the Members of
Congress from the cotton-growing section could work out my bill and
improve It and perfect it so as to reach the cotton situation, and leave
to those who live in the wheat section and the corn section the problem
of solving their difficulties. You can solve your difficulties better than
1 can. We can solve our difficulties better than you can, and it occurs
to me that if any legislation s to be worked out, worth while to the
farmers of this country by a farm relief measure, it must be done by
the people of the West working out their problem and the people of the
South and the cotton-growing section working out their problem, and the
plan as developed by each scction being consolidated into one bill, or
two bLills being passed, each one carrying the idea for the particular
gection. So, when I left wheat and corn out of the bill it was not
because I wanted legislation for the cotton farmer alone.

I will say here that I voted for the Haugen bill when I was the only
Member of Congress from my State in either House to vote for it.
I voted for it the last time when there were only three from my State
to vote for the bill ;

The bill that I have introduced, gentlemen of the committee, I find
is similar in many respects to a bill introduced by Mr. AsweLn and
also the bill Introduced by Mr. Crisp, except my bill goes further in
some respects, and my bill may be termed extreme in some respects.
I have an idea it is all right for a man to be extreme sometimes,
especlally when there are people extreme the other way., Perhaps we
can get a good average.

The bill which I am discussing to-night is patterned to a large extent
after the War Finance Corporation act. 1 used that act as the basis
for the wording and shaping of this bill. My bill provides for the
creatlon of a Federal cotton corporation, with $500,000,000 worth of
stock to be subscrilied by the Federal Government, with the power to
issue bonds and short-term notes to six times the amount of the cor-
porate stock. In other words, it contalns the same provisions with
reference to stock as are contained in the War Finance Corporation act.

I am mnot putting that amount in there for the purpose of saying
that this amount will be required. 1 am putting that amount In the
bill for the purpose of getting the bill before the committee. I would
expect the committee, of course, to use {ts discretion in figuring out
what amount ought to be carried in this kind of a bill

1 am anxlous to create, if possible, an organization, Government con-
trolled, Government financed, Government managed, big enough to con-
trol the cotton situation. I realize that if the farmers themselves
could get together and create some kind of an organlzation with the
same amount of money, they could control the cotton situation. I real-
ize that if each of the cotton-growing States would take stock in the
same kind of an organization, that the States could control the cotton
sltuation. I feel that an organization sufficiently large to control pro-
duction and to control marketing, can also control the price of cotton
within reasonable bounds.

I realize that when we get into the field of controlling production,
for instance, that we are embarking in a field where there Is con-
troversy and where we are going up against a proposition that may
‘be termed unconstitutional, I would like, if possible, for a . plan to
be worked out whereby the cotton farmer—and when I say the cotton
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farmer 1 mean the wheat farmer, the corn farmer, and others; T am
using * cotton farmer™ only beeanse my bill deals with the cotton
farmer—I would like & plan to be worked out whereby the farmer
could every year get a reasomable price for his product and mot sell
it at a sacrifice, and get a good price, which would pay him to pro-
duce it and mot be limited in his production. But I do know that
when we increase the priee and mnke the price of an article attractive,
then the farmer will also plant more cotton, and I feel that it will be
a difficult proposition to ever work out a bill or to ever work out a
plan which will assure the farmer a reasonable price for his product
unless we In some way control production,

I do not like the idea that we are going to control production by
making the farmer sell stuff at a sacrifice. That hurts., Mr., Fort
said that his plan would work out all right, because the farmer could
not afford to make it at that price. If he made nothing out of it, he
would be bound to eurtail it.

1 dislike to see the farmer produce It and then lose on it and have
to curtail as a result of that kind of a situation. I am hopeful that
we can work out some plan whereby the farmer will curtail his crop
without loging on the crop that he will produce from time to time,

My bill carries a plan for the curtailment of the crop. 1 listened
with very much Interest to the splendld statement made by Mr,
McKeowN In reference to his plan. ILet me say that I did not intro-
duce my DbIill for the purpose of getting my plan before the com-
mittee—my plan for the curtailment of the crop—but I am convinced
that we must, if we are to assure a reasonable price for what he pro-
duces, keep him from bringing about overproduction. I am reluctantly
putting in the bill a suggestion of the curtallment of the erop, be-
cause I feel I am forced to put it in there if I also put in the bill a
provision which will give the farmer not only what it cost him to
produce but a profit on his crop.

I am not wedded to the proposition as laid down by me for the
curtallment of erop. My bill simply provides that this board which is
created and set up under its provislons shall determine each year, be-
fore the 1st of January, the number of acres which could be planted
in cotton during the next year without probably producing more cotton
than the world demands; then that board should determine the amount
of acres that should be planted In each county, giving to each county
the same fractional part or proportional part of acreage that each
county planted in the year 1026, just ended. That, of course, would
give every county the same number of acres to plant, or the same
proportion of acres to plant that each county planted of the entire
acreage last year, Then this board should send notices to each county,
to be posted In the post office, of the fractional part of the land culti-
vated that could be planted in cotton without the farmer paying any
fee whatever. My bill does not provide that he shall not plant above
the amount allotted. The bill only provides that If he does plant more
than the amount allotted; In other words, if he is allowed to plant
three-quarters of his cultivated lands in cotton, or one-half of it in
cotton, if he plants in excess of that, then this board ecan levy a tax
on the excessive acrenge that he plants.

Mr. KincugrLor. That Is, penalize the price?

Mr. Lavgrorp, Penalize the price of the excessive acreage. The bill
provides for mno assessment or fee whatever on a reasonable crop that
he plants, my idea being that a man ought to be allowed to plant
reasonable aereage, one that will not overproduce, provided all the
other farmers planted the same kind of a crop, without paying any fee
whatever, and if any fee is levied, It should be on the excessive acreage
that he plants, for the purpose of holding down production.

I voted for the McNary-Haugen bill, but the one idea In the bill that
hurt me most was the equalization fee. I could explain anything else
better than I could that, and I could satisfy myself I was voting cor-
rectly when I thought about any other part of the bill than the equali-
zation fee. It is hard for me to think of an equalization fee on all that
a man plants, but I can get consent to say that I will agree to a fee
on the excessive acreage he plants, provided I ean tell the farmer
“Yes; I am cutting your acreage down, but 1 am setting up machinery
whereby you are getting a better price for what you do plant.” That is
what 1 am hoping to do by this bill.

Mr. Apkins., If you keep the acreage down to the
the country, that is as much as you would need to do.
a falr price anyway.,

Mr. Laxkrorp. Yes, sir. It would just about de it

Mr. KincHELOR. That is what you are trying to do, without penaliz-
ing those who plant in excess, is it not?

Mr. LANKFOrD. Yes. My bill provides for a penalty on the fellow
who plants in excess. My idea is, if it is constitutional—>Mr. Fort
asked whether it was constitutional—I bave decided that we ought to
work out some kind of a plan to curtail production, other than a plan
of letting the farmers suffer and lose in order to curtail,

Mr. KiNcHELOE. Don't you think that it is just as constitutional to
penalize him on the excess as to say to every farmer * You have got to
pay an equalization fee"?

Mr, LANRFORD, I have not looked into it closely, but my idea 1s that
probably this will pass the test of constitutionality just as casily as
the other will,

actual meeds of
1t would bring
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Another item which I have in my bill, which s a little different from
the other bills, I8 the selection of the dlrectors or officers who are to
control this corporation. I am loath to create any kind of & corpora-
tion for the management of the farmers’ affairs and let that corporation
become controlled and managed by enemles of the farmer. That is one
of the great dangers which we face in all of this farm relief legisla-
tion, If we create a machine for the benefit of the farmer and then
the other fellow gets control of the machine, we dare in trouble, We
are in the same position as the enemy capturing our cannon, We must
be careful when we set up machinery of any kind for the benefit of
the farmer to keep that machinery, if possible, In the hands of the
farmer, and to provide that In the future it will stay in the hands of
the farmer.

The plan I suggest in that respect in this bill may or may not be
constitutional. In fact, all new legislation may or may not be constitu-
tional until the Supreme Court passes on it. My bill simply provides
that the governors of the cotton-growing Btates ghall nominate a cer-
tain nomber of men from those Btates and that the President shall
make appointments from the nominations submitted by those governors.
If that is unlawful or unconstitutional, It may be that the question
could be solved by the President appointing men from the cotton-
growing States, but my bill provides that the governor shall nominate
a number of men from the cotton-growing Btates, then the President
ghall appoint from those nominees, and that a certaln number of those
men shall be from States producing over a million bales during 1628,
my purpose being to keep the machinery under the control of the
farmers and the friends of the farmer,

Frankly, gentlemen of the committee, 1t is the purpose of my bill, if
possible, to help the farmer get a better price for his cotton. I realize
Mr. Fort's bill, which he discussed a little while ago, if It will hold
cotton at a minimum price, so that the farmer will not lose on It, is
better than any bill which allows the price of cotton to drop down below
that price. He and I agree on the proposition of a minimum price to
that extent. He would like a price at which his corporation bought it at
almost a sacrifice, but at n level where the farmer wonld not and counld
not gain or lose. He would probally get what he put Into it. I want
a bill, and I want to support a bill if possible, which will let the farmer
make a reasonable profit ont of his crop, and be based on the same
basis as the manufacturers and other people throughout the country.

Mr. Apkixs, You do mnot think he would get too gay with a little
money ?

AMr. Laxgrorp, Well, T think he is entltled to get a little gay once.

Now, my bill, after providing for the control of production and
machinery for the sclecting of the board, provides that this corporation
shall fix & minimum price. My bill, as a matter of fact, names 22
cents as the minimom price. That, like the amount of the eapital
stock, was simply put in the bill beeause it sounded good and which
I would like to sce the farmer get, but if that price is too high, of
course, I would expect the price to be fixed which wounld be right and
fair; but I wounld like to see a minimum price fixed, at which this
corporation would begin to buy cotton and to buy it at that minimum
price. '

Mr. FoLMER, Don't you think it fair, if they fix the freight rates so
a8 to bring in 8 net profit, to fix the price on cotton so as to bring a
profit to the farmers?

Mr. LANKFoRD. That is true. This is also true, I think, that a high
tariif—I do not want to get into a tarif speech, but if T could put
enough helpful tariff on what the farmers sell to offset the tariff on
what they boy, I would vote for it.

Mr. KixcoeLoe. So you admit it is a failore?

Mr. Laxgrorp. I admit it is a failure, becavse you pot a fariff on
more stuff that my people buy than I can possible get on stuff that they
sell. It does not operate evenly, That is the argument I make agninst
the tariff.

But, what I intended to say was this, without getting Into a tarifl
‘argument, that the tariff wall fixes a minimum price on an article of
manufacture, to wit, the cost of manunfacture abroad, the expense
over here, and the tarlff and possibly some other things. That is
a definite, fixed minimum price that the manufacturer knows he is
golng to get for his gtufl. My Dbill would fix a minimom price for
cotton and, according to my way of seeing the proposition, the only
way to put the cotton farmer on an equal basis with the manufae-
turer under & tariff wall or tariff rate, 18 to fix a reasonable, minimum
price, and then control produection; create an organization which will
buy cotton when It drops down to that minimum price, and buy It at
that minimum price.

Mr. Crisr’s bill and Mr. ASsweLL's bill each provide for the buying
of cotton whenever emergency arises, and leaves the board to deter-
mine when the emergency exists, Those bills do not provide what
this board should pay for the cotton, The board could buy at a
sacrifice, buy at the low price at which the farmer is forced to sell
it to-day. If so, it would not help the poor man who has cotton to
sell ; the man who drives Into town with one bale of cotton on his
wagon snd has to sell it at 12 cents,

Mr. Apgins, How are you golng to protect your company against
loss ?
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Mr. LANEFoRD, In this way: If you fix a minimum price on cotton
at 15 cents to-day, and if there is a corporation here large enough to
buy all the cotton there is on the market at 15 cents—Mr, Forr said
if the people who used cotton began to take cotton off the market,
the price goes up. Al right. He said hlg corporation conld run the
price up because they would begin to buy the cotton, All right. This
corporation beging to buy cotton at the minimum price. This corpora-
tion has the right to sell this cotton at the cost, to wit, the minlmum
price plus 2 cents a pound profit, plus Interest and insurance. Now,
this corporation is big emough to buy the entire output at 15 cents
or 20 cents a pound, and if that corporation begins to buy and says
it Intends to sell at that price and says * When we do buy, AMr. Manu-
facturer and Mr. Exporter, you are going to pay us 8 cents a pound
above that,” don't you think the manufacturers and exporters will
begin to buy at 1614 cents, or just alove the minimum price placed?

This eorporation s going to have the right to buy at that minimum
price. The minute that cotton goes a half cent above that minimum
price, this corporation could not purchase at all, §f the bill is passed
as drawn by me. It would fix a minimum price; and could only buy
at that one price. This corporation could not operate, as far as
buying cotton Is concerned, when cotton Is selling above that price.
I am willing for cotton to go above that minimum price all it wants
to. In other words, if the price of cotton is such that it Is worth 30
cents a pound on the market, I would be in favor of the farmer get-
ting it, but I figure that thls corporation, buying cotton at the
minimum price, and with a law which provides that It ghall not sell
it for less than 2 cents a pound above that, the corporation would
not have to buy much cotton. :

Mr. Apkins. Probably not,

Mr. LANKFORD. The exporters and those who want cotton would
buy cotton just above that minimum price and keep the corperation
out of business, The corporation would be willing to stuy out of
business, because the purpose would not be to make a profit but to
assure the farmer a reasonable, fixed price.

Mr. FuLumer. Don’t you think that minimom would act as a maxi-
mum? They would not get above that?

Mr. Laxkrorp. Well, that might be troe, and for that reason I would
like to bave the minimum price made about 22 cents.

Mr, Swasg. Don't you think that a price of 22 cents would yield
to the farmer about what the average man makes on the railroad or
the average person In a factory? .

Mr. Laxgrorp. Yes. I do not thlok a minimum price of 22 cents
wonld be out of proportion to the price which other people are getting
for their labor.

Mr. ForT, You say the manufacturers would buy your cotton at
this price. Don't you think there would be a tendency to buy a little
more silk or wool if the price of cotton goes up?

Mr. LANKFORD. I realize If you get the price a little too high that
would be true,

Mr. Apxins. You would have the price of wool a little high under
your bill, would you not?

Mr, Lankrorp. Yes, sir; but I realize that if you ecan contrel pro-
duction, yon can control the price of an article within reasonable
bounds. Of course, I know you can not maintain cotton at a dollar
a pound or 50 cents a pound, but I do feel that 22 cents i5 not an
unreasonable price for cotton.

But I am committed to this proposition, that an organization set
up which ean control the prodvetion and marketing can control price
within rensonable bounds,

Now, if I bad any fight to make on the bill of Mr. Crisr or Mr.
ABWELL, it would be this, that thelr bills provide for a corporation to
declare when an emergency exists. My bill provides that when the
price of cotton gets to that price the emergency exists. Their bill
leaves the board io buy cotton without saying what amount shall
be paid for it. They could buy it at a price at which the farmer will
absolutely lose. My bill provides that they shall buy it at a minimum
price, which will be a reasonable price, and thus stabilize the price.

Mr. Kincurror. How dre you going to control production with this
new railroad going through Mr. Jones's district in Texas?

Mr. LANKFORD. The bill, as drawn, provides that that county would
be allowed to grow the same proportion that it did during 1926,

Mr. KixcuEroe. Do you think Congress could do that?

Mr, Laxgronp, 1 think it covld. I think it could tax the excessive
amount that they would plant there.

Mr. KincoeLok. Do you think they ecould?

Mr. Laxgrorp. Well, I did not come here to argue the guestion
of the constitutionallity of the proposition. I came here to submit
a proposition that if this committee and this Congress can work out
any plan whereby we ean reasonably hold down production by iaxing
the excessive acreage, then yon have solved the problem. The con-
stitutionality can be settled later.

Mr. Krxcneros. I am not criticizing at all.

Mr, LAxgrorp., Control your production, contrel your marketing, and
you ean control your prices within reasonable bounds. As to whether
that is constitutional or not, I am not prepared to argue.
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The CHAIRMAN. In your opinion, what Is the cost of production
of cotton?

"~ Mr. Lankrorp. I do not know exactly, I think that unless the
farmer gets something around 17 or 18 cents he is not making any
Money.

Mr. Forr. That depends on where It is ralsed and the grade of
cotton,

Mr. LANEFORD, Oh, Fes.

Mr, Forr. It does not cost anything like that in Texas.

The CHAIRMAN., Have you any way of ascertaining the cost of
production?

Mr., Laxkronrp, I think you could ascertain it.

The Cramyan. It varies materially, of course.

Mr. Lixgrorp. It varies materially.

The CHAIRMAN, It probably might vary from 10 cents to 35 cents a
pound.

Mr., LANKFORD, Yes; some sections may grow it at 10 or 12 cents
a pound and get out on it without losing money.

The CoamrMAN. And others would probably have to get 50 cents;
that is, for the small dealer.

Mr. Lasgrorp, Hardly that much. I have asked a great many
farmers in my district what it cost them to produce cotton, and they
said, “ Unless we gzet 16 or 18 cents a pound for it, we are not making
anything out of it.” In other words, it cost them around 16 or 18
cents to produce it.

The CHmairMaN. We had a number of people estimating the cost of
production of wheat from 40 cents up to $4.40.

Mr. LaxgrForp. My people can produce cotton a little cheaper than
other parts of the State. Most of my district is a fertile gection;
the land is level; there are not so many hills. They can produce cot-
ton cheaper than they can in the northern part of the State, which is
mountainous.

Mr, FrvLMER, The cost of production will vary from time to time or
from section to section.

The CoHairMaN, A number of witnesses have referred to the cost
of production. Is there any way we can ascertain that?

AMr. FuLMer. Oh, yes.

Mr. LANKFORD, Yes.

The CHAIRMAN, How would you ascertain It if it varies from 10
cents to 85 cents on cotton?

Mr. FuLMER. It depends on the location and the cost of gathering.

The CHAIERMAN, Dut, do you fix the cost of production, or what
would you make it; 10 cents to one man and 35 cents fo another?

Mr, FULMER, No. You would have to strike an average, I think,

The CHAIRMAN. Yes,

Mr. LANErORD, Let me make this further observation and then T
am through. Ay bill makes no provision whatever for a loan fund
to bLe loaned to the farmers, I cun not help but feel that to offer
to loan the farmers money is an excnse, in a way, for not giving
them what they are entitled to. With a fair price for cotton they
will have money of their own.

Mr. Bwaxg, How are you going to pay back this $500,000,0007?

Mr. LAxEFORD, My bill makes no provisglon for paying it baek.

Mr, KincHELOE. What do you do? Appropriate it out of the
-~ Treasury?

Mr, LaxgrForD. My bill provides for the corporation to have $300,-
000,000 capital stock.

Mr. KincHELOE. YWhere will they get 1t?

Mr. Laxgronrp. Get it from the Treasury, and the receipt for it is
the stock in the corporation,

Mr. FuLmer, That is a subsidy, like the Dbill of Mr. ASWELL.

Mr. Laxgromp. Yes. I am not afraid of a subsidy. 1 am willing
to vote for a subsidy for the farmer.

The CHAIRMAN, Is it not a fact that in the older cotton-growing
States the acreage of cotton is being reduced and other crops are heing
raised there?

Mr. LANKFORD, Yes.

The CHAIRMAN., In other words, you are having more diversified
farming?

Mr. Laxgrorp. That is true. In my distriet, for Instanee, when
I came to Congress cight years ago, they depended almost entirely
on cotton for the money crop. Now, possibly half the money crop is
tobacco. They are growing more tobacco and less cotton,

The CHAIRMAN. Would that not account for the additional acreage
that will now come In In Texas?

Mr. LaNKrorRD. Yes. That will adjust itsclf to a certain extent,
My people can grow tobacco just about as well as eotton, and make a
little more money out of it. The people in my distriet this year got
almost enough money out of their tobacco to pay thelr debts,

The CHAIRMAN. If that Is the case, do you think there i so much
bother about this overproduction?

Ar., LAXEFORD, I do not think there is much bother about that, yet
it must be controlled within bounds.

The CHAIRMAN. Is it not a fact that as the population increases in
your section the production of cotton is reduced and other crops are
coming in to supply the demand for them?
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Mr. LANKFORD. Yes. T trust that the proposition of the overcrop
Is not such a great menace. We have gone along with It from time
to time, but I realize that if you set up any kind of machinery which
will guarantee a reasonable price or fix a price for the production of
cotton or will raise that price, and the farmer is sure he will get a
good price for his cotton, there 1s the bother of overproductlon. I
realize it 1s a problem to be considered along with any legislation that
is proposed.

The CHAmRMAN, After these farmers have started to produce other
crops, are they going to go back to cotton production, providing the
price would be increased to such an extent that it would probably pay?

Mr, LaxgrorD, Well, not to so great an extent as before they took up
the growing of tobacco.

Mr. Forr, Is it not a fact that the acreage of cotton has Increased
from 31,000,000 acres to 45,000,000 acres in the last seven years?

Mr, LAXEFORD. I am sure there has been an increase in acreage.

Mr, ForT. An increase of practiceally 50 per cent in acreage in four
years,

Mr. LANgFonrD. Of course, there are more people in the worldl.

Mr. ForT., But at the same time, your average price- has been in the
neighborhood of 23 or 24 cents in that same period.

Mr, LaNgrFoRD, Yes, Another idea which was suggested by Mr. Fort
is that if the cotton bought by this corporation could be held two or
three years, that cotton will eventually come back to that price, if
there be a bad crop year, even if the production ls not controlled and
the corporation could not lose money, and would fix the price level
which would exist throughout the year.

Mr. FonMer. If you had any way of getting at the surplus—we
haven't any surplus cotton right now that the world would not need.

Mr. LANEFoRD, That is true.

Gentlemen, I thank you for your attention. I am offering my bill
as a plan to solve this problem, about which 1 know we are all so
anxious,

The CHAIRMAN, We thank you very much,

Without objection, the committee stands adjourned until 10 o'clock
to-morrow morning,

(Whereupon, at 11 o'clock p. m., the committee adjourned until
to-morrow, Saturday, January 8, 1927, at 10 o'clock a. m,)

ADDITION TO LANDS OF NATIONAL FOREST RESERVATIONS
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States, which was read and,
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and ordered printed:
To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith, for consideration by the Congress, copies
of resolutions adopted by the National Forest Reservation Com-
mission on January 8, 1927, proposing the addition of certain
publie¢ lands to the Challis, Idaho, and Sawtooth National For-
ests in the State of Idaho, the Missoula and Helena National
Forests in the State of Montana, the Colyille National Forest
in the State of Washington, and the Wyoming National Forest
in the State of Wyoming, together with copies of communica-
tions from the Secretary of Agriculture, submitting the pro-
posed additions to the commission, which have been presented
by the president of the commission in accordance with the pro-
vg‘:‘zious of section 8 of the act of Congress approved June 7,
1924,

Carviy CooLInGE.

Tue WHITE HoUsE, January 18, 1927.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. CHIxpBELOM, by unanimous consent, was given leave of
absence for one week on account of death in family.
HOUSE BILL TABLED
The SPEAKER. The bill 8. 4153 passed the Senate the other
day and without objection a similar bill, H. R. 11843, will be
laid on the table.
There was no objection.
THE M'FADDEN BILT,

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that the con-
ferees on the part of the House on the so-called MeFadden bill
have a report ready to make to the House and it is their wish
that this bill may be.called up for consideration on next Mon-
day. I give this notice to Members of the House in order that
they may be here at that time.

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Is the report of the conferces filod
with the Speaker? i

Mr. TILSON. I understood there was to be a report filed
to-day. I expected it would be filed before this time. Of course,
if it is not filed it ean not be called up. But in case it is filed
I wish to notify the Members of the House so that they can be
present. 1

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TILSON. Yes,
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Mr. BLANTON. I have heard that there is a tentative agree-
ment to have four hours of debate on Monday upon that con-
ference report. Has that been recommended?

Mr, TILSON. I have heard that, also, but of course that is
a matter to be determined by the House,

Mr. MORTON D, HULL. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary in-
quiry, Has the report been filed?

The SPEAKER. Not with the Chair,

Mr; MORTON D. HULL. Will the filing of the report, irre-
spective of any action taken by the House on the matter, auto-
matically discharge the conferees?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It depends upon the character
of the report, does it not?

The SPEAKER. If it is a report of disagreement,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The conferces are not dis-
charged until the House has taken some action upon the re-
port. That is my recollection of the rule. Otherwise, who
is going to call up the conference report?

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is a report
in dizagreement,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, I think it will be found that
where a report of disagreement is made the conferees will
probubly ask for further instruction. Of course, I do not
know what course the conferees iutend to take in this matter;
but T hope the Chair will not put it down as a ruling that the
mere filing of a report in disagreement will discharge the
conferees. I guestion whether it would. I think the conferees
still retain control of the situation.

The SPEAKER. Of course, the House will be compelléd to
take some action if the conferees report a disagreement.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That may be, but until that
action is taken I think the conferees still exist as conferees.

The SPEAKER. When the conferees report a disagreement
and the House takes any action it sees fit to take, the Chair
will be eompelled to appoint conferees, These conferees would
not automatically go back to conference unless a motion to
recommit the report was made.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The point which I make is
this: I understood the Chair to state in answer to the inquiry
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Morrox D. Hurtr] that
upon the filing of the report the conferees would be auto-
matically discharged,

The SPEAKER. The Chair would rather take the matter
under advisement before answering that inquiry definitely.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 1 lvooked into the question
somewhat the other day and think that is the wisest course
to take.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to take it under
advisement. It is not necessary to rule upon it now.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn,

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and
10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wed-
nesday, January 19, 1927, at 12 o'clock noon,

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, January 19, 1927,
as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several com-
mittees:

COMMITTEE ONF AGRIOULTURE
(10a.m.)

To amend the packers and stockyards act, 1921 (H. R.
11384).
COMMITIEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
(1030 a.m.)
District of Columbia appropriation bill.
COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS
(1030 a.1m.)
To consider reapportionment of Members of the Flouse of
Representatives among the several States.
COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION
(1030 a. m.)
To amend the immigration act of 1924 by the repeal of the
national erigin provision (H. J. Res. 250).
To amend sections 11 and 12 of an act to limit the immigra-
tion of aliens into the United States, approved May 26, 1924
(H. R. 12806).
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COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS
(10.30 a, m,)

Directing and providing for the assembly, inventory, classi-
fieation, preparation for publication, and publication of the
official records and maps relating to the participation of the
military and naval forces of the United States in the World
War, and authorizing appropriations therefor (H. J. Ries, 314),

COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS' LEGISLATION
(10 2. m.)

To authorize an appropriation to provide additional hospital
and out-patient dispensary fucilities for persons entitied to
Illog(rilzt)a]izntiou under the World War veterans’ act, 1924 (H. H.

5603).

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

880. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting
a statement of expenditures under all appropriations for the
support of the Bureau of Fisheries during the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1926, showing typewriters, adding machines, and
all other similar labor-saving devices exchanged by this depart-
ment during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1926, in part pay-
ment for new machines; to the Committee on Expenditures in
the Department of Commerce,

881. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a
proposed draft of a bill “To autliorize the Secretary of the
Navy to dispose of certain parts of the frigate Constitution for
use as souvenirs”; to the Comittee on Naval Affairs.

882, A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting
statements of expenditures for the period December 1, 1925, to
November 30, 1926; contingent expenses, Department of Com-
merce, 1925, 1926, 1927 ; general expenses, Bureau of Standards,
1926 ; contingent expenses, Bureau of Mines, 1926; contingent
expenses, Patent Office, 1926 ; to the Committee on Expenditures
in the Department of Commerce,

883. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copies
of abstracts of proposals received during the fiscal year ended
June 30, 1926, for materials and labor in connection with works
under the Corps of Eugineers; to the Committee on Expenii-
tures in the War Department.

884, A communieation from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation
for the Bureau of Mines, Department of Mines, Department of
Commerce, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, amounting
to $1,003,000 (H. Doe. No. 052) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed. ;

885. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for
the Bureau of Immigration, Department of Labor, for the fiseal
year ending June 30, 1928, amounting to $500,000 (H. Doe. No.
663) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed. d

886. A communication from the President of the TUnited
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation
for the Department of Commerce for export industries for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, amounting to $65,000 (I. Doec.
No. (54) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed. :

887. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation
for the Treasury Department for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1027, for the acquisition of a site for a building for the Supreme
Court of the United States, $1,700,000 (H. Doe, No. G55) ; to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

888. A communieation from the President of the Unifed
States, transmitting supplemental estimates of appropriations
under the legislative establishment, House of Representatives,
for the fiscal year 1027, $803.75, and for the fiscal year 1928,

2,750 ; in all, $3,643.75 (H. Doe. No. 656) ; to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Itule XTIT,

Mr. SWING : Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 11487,
A DLill granting a 1’ ‘bt of way to the county of Imperial, State
of California, over certain public lands for highway purposes;
with amendment (Rept. No. 1780). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HAUGEN : Committee on Agriculture, TI. It. 15474, A
bill to establish a Federal farm board te aid in the orderly
marketing and in the control and disposition of the surplus of
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agricultural commodities; with amendment (Itept. No. 1790).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. HAYDEN: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 15021
A Dbill to authorize oil and gas mining leases upon unallotted
lands within Executive-order Indian reservations; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1701). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

‘Mr. COLTON : Committee on the Public Lands. . R, 12851.
A Dbill Traniing certain lands to the city of Mendon, Utah, to
protect the watershed of the water-supply system of said city;
with amendment (Rept. No. 1792). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. SMITH : Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 15972,
A Bill providing for a grant of land in Idaho to the Oregon
Trail Memorial Association of New York, N. Y. (Inc.), on
which to erect a monument marking the site of Fort Hall;
without amendment (Rept. No, 1793). Referred to the Com-
mitfee of the Whole Flouse on the state of the Union.

Mr, MORROW : Committee on Indian Affairs. H. IRR. 16209,
A Dill to authorize an appropriation for reconnaissance work
in conjutction with the Middle Rio Grande conservancy dis-
trict to determine whether certain lands of the Cochiti, Santo
Domingo, San Felipe, Santa Ana, Sandia, and Isleta Indians
are susceptible of reclamation, drainage, and irrigation; with
amendment (Rept. No. 1794). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union,

CHANGE OF' REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (I R, 15922)
for the relief of May Gordon Rodes and Sara Louise Rodes,
heirs at law of Tyree Rodes, deceased, and the same was re-
ferred to the Committee on War Claims.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 16432) to authorize the
Secretary of the Navy to dispose of certain parts of the frigate
Constitution to be used as souvenirs; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. FORT: A hill (H. R. 16433) authorizing certain
importers of sugar into the United States from the Argentine
Republiec during the year 1920 to submit clalms to the Court
of Claims; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. IRWIN: .\ bill (H. R. 16434) to authorize appro-
priations for construction at Scott Field, Il ; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

“ By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R, 16435) amending the act
of February 28, 1925, reclassifying the salaries of postmasters;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads,

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (IL R. 16436) for the appropria-
tion of $12,040 for Fort Pulaski, Chatham County, Ga,; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BLACK of New York: A bill (H. R. 16437) to repeal
the act prohibiting the interstate transportation of prize-fight
films; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

DBy Mr. ALLGOOD : A bill (H. RR. 16438) to abort war; to the
Com:mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LINEBERGER (by request) : A bill (H, R. 16439)
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to submit plans and
estimates for the establishment of a United States college of
narcotic education; to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 16440) to authorize an
appropriation for an Indian memorial at Medicine Lodge,
Kans, ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. KINDRED: A bill (H. R, 16441) to provide facili-
ties and equipment in the Capitol for the emergency treatment
of ill and injured persons; to the Committee on Accounts.

By Mr. SCHAFER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 333) for
the appointment of Willinm Mitchell as a member of the Board
of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer
Soldiers: to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. McKEOWN : Resolution (H. Res. 382) to amend Rule X,
creating a standing Committee on Expenditures in the Inde-
pendent Offices of the Government; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. HAUGEN: A resolution (IL. Res. 383) to provide for
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15474) entitled “A bill to
establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly marketing
and in the control and disposition of the surplus of agricultural
commodities " ; to the Committee on Rules.
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXI1I, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ANDRESEN: A bill (H. R. 16442) for the relief of
Ira B. King; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 16443) granting a pension
to Robert McConnell; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BLACK of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16444) granting an
increase of pension to Sarah A. Cagle; to the Committee on
Invalid IPensions.

By Mr. DARROW : A bill (H. R. 16445) for the relief of
the estate of L. Gordon Leech, bankrupt; to the Committee on
Claims,

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R, 104406) granting a pension
to Isabella Breusing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R, 16447) granting an increase
of pension to Frank G. Nelson; to the Committee on the Civil
Service.

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 16448) granting a pension
to John N. Chesnutt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. LINTHICUM : A bill (H, I&. 16449) for the relicf of
Bernard F. Kroeger, deceased; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 16450) granting an in-
crease of pension to Rebecca Fowler; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 16451)
granting a pension to Mary McElroy; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 16452) for the relief of
Henry C. Pratt; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

¥ Mr. REECE: A bill (. RR. 16453) granting an increase of
pension to Margaret A. Danks; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 16454) granting an increase
of pension to Sarah E. Hampton ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr, STALKER : A bill (H. R, 16455) granting an increase
of pension to Mary Cromer; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. STEPHENS: A bill (II. R. 16456) granting a pen-
sion to Joseph Emminger; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 16457) for the relief of W.
Schottenberg; to the Committee on the Public Lands,

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 16458) granfing
a pension to Mattie Miller; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 16459) granting an increase
of pension to Caroline Schneider; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 16460) authorizing William
F. Notz to accept a decoration from the King of Rumania;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
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PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXITI, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

5103. By Mr. BARBOUR : Petition of residents of Stanislaus
and Kern Counties, Calif., urging immediate passage of a bill in-
creasing pensions of Civil War veterans and widows; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5104, By Mr. BRIGGS (by request) : Petition of a number
of citizens of Galveston, Tex., relating to proposed Distriet of
Columbia Sunday legislation; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

5105. By Mr. CANFIELD: Petition of the Rev. C. 0. Wirey
and 35 other citizens of Johnson County, Ind., in favor of in-
creases in pensions for Civil War veterans and their widows;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5106. By Mr. CELLER : Petition protesting against the act
of July 3, 1926; to the Committee on Pensions.

5107. By Mr. CONNERY: Resolution of voters of Lynn,
Mass., urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote
the Civil War pension bill proposed by the National Tribune
of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

5108. Also, resolution of citizens of Massachusetts, urging
that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote the Civil War
pension increase bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5109. Also, resolution of citizens of Lynn, Mass,, urging that
immediante steps be taken to bring to a vote the Civil War pen-
sion bill ; to the Committee on Invalid Iensions.

5110, Also, resolution of the citizens of Lawrence, Mass,,
urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote the
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Civil War pension Increase bill; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

5111, By Mr. DENISON: Petition of various citizens of Car-
teryille, Mavion, Herrin, and Murphysboro, I1l., asking Congress
not to concur in the passuge of the compulsory Sunday observ-
ance bill (8. 3218), nor to pass any other national religious
legislation which may be peuding; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

5112, By Mr. ELLIS: Petitlon of citizens of Kansas City,
Mo., urging passage of legislation increasing pensions to vet-
erans of Civil War and their widows; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

5113. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Cumann Bhreandain,
St. Brendan Society, Michael R. Murphy, 79 Marcella Street,
Roxbury, Mass,, secretary, urging repeal of the national origins
clause from the present immigration law; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

5114. By Mr. HILL of Washington: ’etition of Sophia Rose
Belfrage and 58 others, of Spokane, Wash., urging action by
Congress on pending bills to increase pensions of Civil War
\‘f'tt‘raus and their widows; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

5115. Also, petition of Harriet 8. Lockhart and 25 others, of
Spokane, Wash., urging prompt action on pending bills in Con-
gress to increase pensions of Civil War veterans and their
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5116. Also, petition of I’. E. Ratsch and 52 others, of Cash-
mere, Wash., urging passage of House bill 10311, to secure
Sunday as a day of rest in the Distriet of Columbia; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia. .

$117. Also, petition of . W. Walker Pugh and 85 others, of

Omak, Wash, urging passage of Honse bill 10311, to secure |

Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.
5118. By Mr. LAMPERT ; Petition of voters of Manitowoc,

Wis., urging that immediate steps be taken to increase penzions |

for Civil War veterans and Civil War widows; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions. !

5119. By Mr. LINEBERGER: Petition of citizens of San
Fernando, Glendale, Tos Angeles, and Van Nuys, Calif., pro
testing against enactment of compulsory Sunday obgervance
hill, or any other national religious legislation; to the Commit-
tee on the District of Columbia. .

5120. By Mr. LITTLE: Petitions signed by eitizens of Paola,
Westphnlia, and TLecompton, Kans,, urging that immediate ac-
tion be taken to pass Civil War legislation for the relief of
veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

5121, Also, petition signed by eight citizens of Kansas City,
urging that the White radio bill be passed during the second
session of the Sixty-ninth Congress; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

5122, By Mr. McKEOWN : Petition of Mrs. Loule Karrant,
Mrs, Lilie Morris, Mr. 8. A. Karranf, Mrs. M, M. Beunett, Mrs,
H. 1. Woodworth, Mrs. G. A, Perry, Mrs, Joe R. Perry, Mr.
and Mrs. E. Boroughs, Mrs. C. A, Hinkle, Mrs, J. 8. Newton,
Mr. J. B. Sanders, all of Shawnee, Okla., urging that Congress
take every step in its power to prevent the-intervention of
Tnited Siates in Mexico and Nicaragua; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

5123, By Mr. MAGEE of Peunsylvania : Petition of members
of congregation of Kourth Presbyterian Church, Pittsburgh, Pa.,
urging passage of House bill 10311, known as Lankford Sunday
bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

5124, By Mr. MAPES: Petition of 125 citizens of Sparta,
Mich., advocating the enactment by Congress of additional legis-
lation for the benefit of veterans of the Civil War and their
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

51256, Also, petition of T3 residents of Michizan Soldiers’
Home, Grand Rapids, Mich,, advocating the enactment by Con-
gress of additional legisintion for the benefit of veternns of the
Civil War and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

5126. By Mr. MICHAELSON : Pelition of Chicago citizens on
Wadsworth amendment to the immigration law; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

5127. By Mr. MICHENER : Petition of various persons re-
siding at Jackson, Mich,, asking that certain pension laws be
amended ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

5128, By Mr. MORROW: Petition of New Mexico Wool
Growers' Association, indorsing the Bratton-Morrow bill grant-
ine certnin lands to the New Mexico College of Agriculture
for experimental purposes; to the Committee on the Publie
Lands.

5120. By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: Petition signed by
sundry residents of the Soldiers’ Home, Minneapolis, Minn.,
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protesting Sunday observance bills; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

5130. By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Resolution of the
Publishers' Association of New York City, asking (hat the
postal rates for second-class matfer in which newspapers are
concerned be rescinded by amending the postal laws; to the
Conimittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

5131. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of Fred A.
Petersen and Morris D. Randle, of Tupper Lake, N. Y., favor-
ing the passage of the Tyson-Fitzgerald Dbill (8. 3027 aud
H. R. 4548) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

5132, Also, petition of O. A. Crane, secretary General Con-
tractors’ Association of New York, favoring the passage of the
Campbell bill (H. R. 8002) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5133. By Mr. OLDFIELD: Petition of Mrs. Martha Guide
and others, of Amagon, Ark., urging the passage of House bill
13450; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5134. By Mr. RAINEY : Petition of Annie B, Barnes et al,
of Forest City, Ill., favoring Civil War pension bill earrying
rites proposed by National Tribune; to the Commitiee on
Invalid Pensgions,

5135. By Mr. RATHDBONE: Petition of ecitizens of Illinois,
praying an increase of pensions to veterans of the Civil War
and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5136. By Mr. ROUSH: Resolution adopted by the Norman
Barnes Post, No. 70, American Legion, of Covington, Ky.; to
the Committee on Military Affairs,

5137. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed by
J. N. Jacks and 20 others, of Clarkston, Wash., urging carly
action on the Civil War pension bill now pending; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

5138. Also, petition signed by John D, Brownley and 44 others,
of College Place, Wash,, urging early action on the Civil War
pension bill now pending; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

5139. By Mr. SWING : Petition of certain residents of Fall-
brook, Calif.,, protesting against the passage by Congress of
House bill 10311 or any other national religious legislation
which may be pending; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

5140. Also, petition of certain residents of Holtville, Calif,,
protesting against the passage by Congress of House bill 10311
or any other compulsory religious measure which may he in-
troduced ; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

5141, Also, petition of certain residents of San Diego, Calif.,
protesting against the passage by Congress of House bill 10311,
or any other national religious legislation which may be pend-

| ing; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

5142, Also, petition of certain residents of Redlands, Calif.,
protesting against the passage by Congress of Iouse bill 10311,
or any other religions legislation which may be pending; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

5143. Also, petition of certain residents of San Bernardino,
Calif.. urging the passage by Congress of a bill granting in-
creased pensions to Civil War veterans and the widows of Civil
Wir veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5144, Also, petition of certain residents of Corvona, Calif,
urging the passage by Congress of a bill granting increase of
pensions to Civil War viterans and the widows of Civil War
veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

5145. Also, petition of certain residents of California, urging
the passngé by Congress of a bill granting inerease of pensions
to Civil War veterans and the widows of Civil War veterans;
to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions,

5146. Also, petition of certuin residents of San Bernaitdino,
talif., urging the passage by Congress of a bill granting in-
crease of pensions to Civil War veterans and the widows of
Civil War veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5147. Also, petition of certain residents of San Diego, Calif,,
urging the passage by Congress of a bill granting increase of
pensions to Civil War veterans and the widows of Civil War
veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5148. Also, petition of certain resldents of San Diego, Calif,,
urging the passage by Congress of a bill granting inerease of
pensions to Civil War veterans and the widows of Civil War
veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

5149. Also, petition of certain residents of San Diego, Calif,,
urging the passage by Congress of a bill granting increase of
pensions to Civil War veterans and the widows of Civil War
veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5150, Also, petition of certain residents of San Dicgo, Calif,,
urging the passage by Congress of a bill granting increase of
pensions to Civil War veterans and the widows of Civil War
veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5151. Also, petition of certnin residents of San Diego, Calif,,
urging the passage by Congress of a bill granting increuse of
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pensions to Civil War veterans and the widows of Civil War
veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5152. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petitions of Center United Presby-
terian Congregation at Midway, Washington County, Pa., and
congregation of the First United Presbyterian Church, Bur-
gettstown,- Washington County, Pa., in support of the Sunday
rest bill (H. R. 10311) ; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia,

01563. By Mr. TOLLEY : Petition of eight residents of One-
onta, N. Y., for the liberalization of the Civil War pension
laws; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5154. By Mr. VARRE: Petition of employees of the navy yard,
Philadelphia, Pa., requesting that if appropriation is made for
10 new wvessels, cruiser type, one of them be built at the navy
yard in Philadelphia and named in honor of that city, to take
the place of the U. 8. 8. Philadelphia, which has been stricken
from the Navy list; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

5155, Also, petition of voters of Pittston, Pa., requesting Civil
War pension legislation; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

5156. By Mr. WOLVERTON : Petition of Mrs. Jennie M.
Chapman and other voters of Rifchie County, W. Va., asking
that Congress consider a bill increasing the pensions of Civil
War widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

SENATE
WepNESDAY, January 19, 1927
(Legistlative day of Tuesday, January 18, 1927)

The Senate reassembled at 11 o’clock a. m., on the expiration

of the recess.
CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Frazier MecKellar Schall
Bayard George MeLean Sheppard
Bingham Gerry McNary Shipstead
Blease Gillett Mayfield Shortridge
Borah Glass Means Smith
Bratton Goft Metealf Smoot
Broussard Gooding Moges Stanfield
Bruce Gould Neely Steck
Cameron Greene Norbeck Stephens
Capper Hale Norris Stewart
Caraway Harris ye Swanson
Copeland Harrison Oddle Trammell
Couzens Hawes Overman Tyson
Curtis Heflin Pepper Wadsworth
Dale Howell *hipps Walsh, Mass,
Deneen Johnson Pine Walsh, AMont,
Dill Jones, N, Mex, Pittman Warren
Edge Jones, Wash, Ransdell Watson
HEdwards Kendrick Reed, Mo. Weller
Ernst Keyes Reed, 'a. heeler
Ferris Kin Robinson, Ark. Willis

Fess La Follette Robinson, Ind.

Fletcher Lenroot Sackett

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety Senators having answered
to their names, a quorum is present.

BENATOE FROM ILLINOIS

Mr. DENEEN. Mr. President, I send to the desk the cre-
dentials of Col. Frank L. Symiri, of Illinois, and ask that they
may be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read.

The Chief Clerk read the credentials, as follows:

STATE OF ILLINOIS,
ExscuTive DEPARTMENT,
Springfield, ITL
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES :

This is to certify that, pursuant to the power vested in me by
the Constitution of the United States and the laws of the State of
Ilinois, I, Len Small, the governor of sald State, do hereby appolnt
Fraxik L. SMiTix a Senator, from said State, to represent said State in
the Senate of the United States to fill the vacancy therein, caused by
the death of the Hon. Willlam B. McKinley, and for the unexpired
term of the said Willlam B, McKinley, deceased.

Witness: His excellency our governor, Lém Bmall, and our seal
hereto affixed at Springfleld, Ill., this 16th day of December, in the
year of Our Lord 1926.

LN SMALL, Governor,
By the governor:
[smdL.] Lours L. EMMERSON,
Seeretary of State.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

1911

Mr. DENEEN. Mr. President, I offer the resolution, which
I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the resolution.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (8. Res, 328), as follows:

Whereas FraNE L. BMiTH, claiming to be a Senator from the
State of Illinois, has presented his credentials, which are regular
and in due form, and there being no contestant for the seat: There-
fore be it

Resolved, That the oath of office be now administered to the said
FraNg L. SmiTH : Be it further

Resolved, That his credentials and all charges which may be filed
against him and all objections that may be raised as to his right to
a seat in the Senate be, and the same are hercby, referred to the
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that committee is hereby
directed to bhear and .determine all charges and objections which may
be submitted and to report to the Benate after due inguiry and as
early as convenient,

Mr. DENEEN. Mr. President, Colonel SmrTH is present, and
I ask that he be now sworn in. He was appointed by the Gov-
ernor of Illinois to fill the vacancy occasioned by the death of
my late colleague, the Hon. William B, McKinley, who passed
away December 7, 1926. The credentials of Colonel SMITH are
in due form., He possesses the gunalifications prescribed in the
Constitution for the office of Senator. He is 30 years of age,
has been a citizen of the United States for nine years last past,
and is an inhabitant of the State of Illinois. He is not dis-
qualified by reason of any inhibition in the fourteenth amend-
ment.

I wish to present briefly my views on the right of Colonel
SMITH to take the oath at this time.

It has been the practice of the Senate, with a few exceptions,
to administer the oath to the Senator elect or designate when he
presented himself at the bar of the Senate with credentials in
proper form, regardless of a pending contest. I cite, first, prece-
dents within the memory of sitting Senators.

(1) On February 23, 1903, the credentials of Senator Satoor
were presented by his colleague, Senator Kearns. At the same
time a contest was filed, raising the question of Senator Syoor's
qualifications aside from those prescribed in section 3, Article
I, of the Constitution. On March 5, 1903, the oath of office was
administered and his case referred to the Committee on Privi-
leges .and Elections, and thereafter his right to a seat was
upheld.

(2) In 1908 Hon. John W. Smith, of Maryland, presented his
credentials. Objection was raised to him taking the oath and
a motion was made to refer his credentials to the Committee
on Privileges and Elections before the administration of the
oath. This motion failed of adoption by a vote of 28 to 34.
Senator Smith was sworn and took his seat,

(3) On December 4, 1916, the senior Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. RosinsoN] presented the credentials of Hon. Willlam F.
Kirby as a Senator from that State. The senior Senator from
Missouri [Mr. Reep] moved to refer the credentials to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections before the oath was adminis-
tered. That motion was lost by a vote of 32 to 44 and
immediately Senator Kirby took the oath of office,

(4) On November 18, 1918, Senator Lodge submitted the ere-
dentials of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Mosgs],
asked that they be read, and moved that Senator Mosgs be sworn
in. Senator Pomerene, chairman of the Committee on Privileges
and Elections, moved that the credentials be referred to that
committee before the administration of the oath of office. On
that motion Senator Lodge quoted and adopted the statement
made by Senator Hoar, of Massachusetts, in the case of Sen-
ator Smoot, as follows:

Mr. Hoar. The chairman of the Committes on Privileges and Elee-
tions, the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] is obliged to be absent,
He desired me to state on his behalf that he understands the orderly
and constitutional method of procedure in regard to administering the
oath to mewly elected Senators to be that when any gentleman brings
with him or presents credentials consisting of the certificate of his
due election from the executive of his State he 1s entitled to be sworn
in, and all questions relating to his qualifications should be postponed
and ncted upon by the Senate afterwards.

If there were any other proecdure the result would be that a third
of the Senate might be kept out of their seats for an Indefinite time
on the presenting of objection without responsibility and never estab-
lished before the Senate by any judicial Inguiry. The result of that
might be that a change in the political power of this Government
which the people desired to accomplish would be indefinitely postponed.

Senator Lodge insisted -that his motion to have Senator

Moses sworn in was of highest privilege and must be dis-
posed of.
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